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in the Proof of the moſt plain and obvious 
Things; it muſt be wholly owing to the 
1 good Nature ef my Reader if they meet 
with 4 kind Reception. I was from the very beginning 
conſcious to my ſelf how much the anſwering wh 

would want an Apology; and even now I cannot ſee 
what Apology would 15 e ſhould I trace him 
minutely thro all his Qbjettions, which ( ſo far at leaſt 
as they relate to the Points between his Lordſhip and 
the Committee) appear at firſt Sight to be pureſy the 


Effefts of his own Uneaſineſs under Conviction, and 


his reſolute Attachment to a deſperate and indeſenſible 

Cauſe, Tet on the other hand to take no notice of any 
of them, I thought would be laying my ſelf open to the 
Cenſure of his Lordſhip and his Friends; whilſt ſome 
perhaps would have look'd upon it as a ſilent Acknows 
ledgment that I could not reply ; and others as an In- 
ſtance of an indecent Contempt, that / would not 
reply to one, whoſe former Writings in this Controver- 
ſy (if 1 miſtake not) ſtand in the Catalogue of thoſe 
whom even his Lordſhip himſelf has thought fit to ap- 


peal to, as (a) excellent Anſwers, aud a coming 


from ſome of the ableſt Hands hat he knows of. 
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cerity being the ſhorteſt of all my Tracts,as a Defence 
of it might be managed at the ſmalleſt Expence, ſo I 
hoped that I ſhould my entitle my ſelf to ſo much 
Candor from the Publick, as not to have it thought, 
that if I paſs by the other ( as I fully purpoſe 
to do) it u becauſe I have nothing to ſay; and 
that I ſhould meet with ſo much Juſtice, as to 
have it acknowledged, that I am none of thoſe 
who diſdain every thing but what comes direftly 
from his Lordſhip's own Hand. For my own part, as 
1 am not 4 Principal in the we on foot, 
nor can preſume to think my ſelf of t 


ſp hath ſumewhere proiſed to reply te 4 u fe. 
nient Seaſon; ſo I cannot expect that his Lordſhip ſhould 
ever particularly take notice of any thing that bas 


been written by me. Nor indeed do I deſire it; for 


J am not ſo unacquainted either with my own, or with 


his Lordſhip's Abilities, as not to be ſenſible how 


much the Truth may be in danger of ſuffering, if once 
her Cauſe ſhould come to be tried upon ſo unequal * 
Foot. But tho” I may not expect to hear from his 
Lordſhip, yet ſareh I may hope that thoſe who diſ- 
approve of my Writings, will either be wholly ſilent, 
or elſe that they will ſhew the Reaſons of their Diſſike 
in ſuch a manner as ig ſome way conſiſtent with De- 
cency and good Senſe; and ſuch Adverſaries I ſhall 
never overlook, let them be who they will, But when 


Men write for no other Purpoſe than to vent their 


Paſſions, and rather than ſay nothing, are reſolved 
to ſay any thing; their Anſwers. are Anſwers to 
themſelves, and not to me: So that if his Lordſhip 


ſhould once more think fit to ſet forth Mr. Pyle as an 


able Writer, recommend his Anſwers to my Books 
e e 


| Number of 
thoſe Perſons of Weight, whoſe Objections his Lord- 
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4, excellent Anfwers, and expect that I ſhould be at 
Jerſure to attend upon him as often as he ſhall be diſ- 


poſed to call upon me, tho I ſhall pay all that Deference 


to his Lordſhip's Judgment which ſuch a Cafe will ad- 


mit of, yet (unleſs be uy much. mends his Hand) 1 
ſhall think my ſelf obliged to have ſo much Regard to 
my ſelf, and to the Publick, as only to aſſure his Lord- 


ſhip that I can employ my Time to a better Purpoſe, 
4 But I fancy that by this time his Lordſhip himſelf 


is pretty well convinced, that it would be for his Inte- 
reſt would this Gentleman leave his Defence to others, 
and try to ſerve him in a properer Way. For tis plain 
that the Service he hath hitherto done hath been, not 
to his Lordſhip, but to the Committee, of whoſe 
Cenſure. there will be no room to complain, if that be 
his Lordſhip's Meaning, which Mr. Pyle has every 
where granted as ſuch. How true this is with reſpect 
ro the Point of Sincerity, 1 have ſhemn at large in the 


enſuing Sheets; and how true it is likewiſe with re- 


ſpect to the main Point in debate, viz. the Point of 
Church Authority, it will be no hard matter to 
gueſs, from what I ſhall preſently obſerve to the Rea- 
der. *Tis perfectly needleſs to examine particularly 
what Mr. Pyle hath objected to my) Remarks upon 
that Head. His Obſervations are all of a piece with 
thoſe which 1 have here brought to the Trial; and 
had that part of his Book appeared by it ſelf, and 
without a Name, one might have judged by its Fea- 
tures to whom it belonged. : 1. 3 
But there is one thing which, had Mr. Pyle's Ob- 
ſervations been conceived under a more auſpicious 
Planet, would have made it not at all neceſſary for 
me to conſider them, which is, that his Lordſhip him- 
ſelf can, if he pleaſes, the moſt eaſily and effectually 
decide that Controverſy. The Committee have char» 
ged him with denying ALL Authority to the Church: 
My Buſineſs was to ſhew that they had reaſon 70 do 
it. This I dia by a particular Examination of thoſe 
. oo of F\005k - Pfpont 
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Paſſages upon which the Charge of the- Committee 


was grounded, which, according to the plain and ob- 


ious Senſe of the Words, I have made appear to im 


ply, that the Church hath xo Authority. Now as the 


Meaning of the Committee was not merely to cenſure 


his Lordſhip's Words, but the Opinions or DoQrines 
 Pranified by thoſe Words, *tis certain that had bis 


Lordſhip declared plainly that the Church has Author 


| rity, and ſhewn what that Authority 155 the Commit- 


tee would have accepted of ſuch a Declaration as an 
Anſwer to their Charge, jo far as it ſhould have 
come up to an Achnowledgment of that Authority, 
which in their Opinion ought to be claimed. For 
the 8 had 
ſhip's Opinion, but concerning his Words only; not 
whether the Biſhop judged right, but whether he had 
ſpoken right; which if be had not, it could have 


been of no Force againſt his avowed Senſe, nor would 


have afforded any juſt Ground for ſarther Cenſure. 
Nom that which would have ſatisfied the Committee, 
ought alſo to ſatisfy me, and every Body elſe. And 


therefore I bave declared in the Cloſe of my Re- 


marks, that if his Lordſhip will ſay that the 
Church has AvurTrorirty ; that there is a Power 


in ſome over others to preſcribe Laws for Order 


and Decency in indifferent Matters in Religion, 


Cc. I ſhall admit of his ſolemn Declaration againſt 


every thing that I have ſaid; i. e. I jhall ſo far ad- 
mit of it, as to think my ſelf obliged not to enter into 
any farther Diſpute with him upon this Matter. For 
as the reaſon why the Committee charged his Lords 
fhip with denying this Authority, was becauſe they 
thought it to be his Opinion that there is no ſuch 


Authority; ſo the reaſon of my defending that 


Charge, was becanſe I thought ſo too. And therc- 
fore whenever the contrary ſhall appear, I ſhall think 
it well be far more decent in me to leave the World to 
judge, from what has already been offered, — 
9 85 4 | I ha 


then been not concerning his Lord= 
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1 had reaſdn to think as I did, than to go abiut to 


juſtify ny ſelf anew; which indeed would be forſa- 


king the Subſtance ro hunt after the Shadow, ard 


peſtering the World with a Diſpute of no manner of 


Uſe or Significant. A Lu 
But it ſeems, to expect t hat his Lordſhip ſhould de- 


clare himſelf upon this Point, is a very unreaſonable 


thing. (b) As if, ſays Mr. Pyle, it were His (the 
Biſhop's) Duty to ſet out all or any Boundaries of 
Power which a Church nas, in a Diſcourſe profeſ- 
ſedly deſigned for nothing elſe but defending ſin- 
cere Chriſtians againſt thoſe exorbitant Powers, 
which it manifeſtly has xoT.!. This. was ſaid in an- 
ſwer to the Dean of Chicheſter, who in bis Preface 


to my Remarks had obſerved, (c) how carefully 


and reſolutely his Lordſhip had avoided declaring 
what one Branch of 'Authority he allows to the 
Church, inſiſting nevertheleſs that he had not de- 
nied ALL; and hereupon had: taten occ aſion to call 
upon him by all the Regard that is due to Truth, 
to Religion, te the Goſpel, and to the Church of 
Chriſt, to ſay it without Diſguiſe. To this Call of 


the Dean, 1/ay, Ar. Pyle takes upon him to anſwer 


for the Biſhop, in the Words juſt now ſet down ; and 
he undertakes to juſtify this Anſwer. by drawing Pa- 
rallels more "worthy of himſelf, than of his ſacred 
Profeſſion and Chirater. This (proceeds he) is 
juſt as if I ſhould get an honeſt Man into my Houſe, 
and attempt to rob him, and then upon his de- 
tending himſelf and getting away; I ſhould indi& 


him at the next Aſſizes for-ſtealiag all my Goods 


and Chattels. —— Again, He (the Dean) has ſued 
and caſt me, ſuppoſe in a Matter of Encroachment 
upon Boundaries of Lands between. us. Hence 1 
conclude that he means to ſwallow ALT my Lands, 
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and leave me not a Foot or Furrow, Whoſe Bys 
ſineſs is it now, whoſe Concern to look out for 
clear Titles, and to ſet out the ſeveral Abutments 
and Boundaries of my Lands? 'How well skilled 


Mr. Pyle may be in the Met hods of proceeding in 


Law, I cannot tell; but I am forry he has no better 
Not ion of that Goſpel of which he is a Miniſter, than 
to think that in oy 10m Controverſies Mer are to 

me, and no other Rules, than 
thoſe which they are hound to obſerve in their Diſ- 


putes about the Abutments of Lands, and in adjuſt- 


ing Differences about Goods and Chattels. If one 


Man proſecutes another only upon a Suſpicion of 


Wrong, the Lam will. allow him no Remedy; and the 
Defendant having no Concern as a Civil Subject but 
to clear himſelf by Law, *tis enough if the Plaintiff 
can make no Proof of any real Damage. But what 
3s all this to the Purpoſe? Was his Lordſhip concerned 
in this Caſe merely 6 a Civil Subjet? Is he not to 


be conſidered as 4 Chriſtian and 4 Biſhop? And was 


it not his Duty under either of theſe Capacities, to 


have endeavoured by all poſlible means to take 
away that Scandal, which, by his ſeeming at leaſt 


to deny all Authority to the Church, he had given to 
Multitudes of Men, if he had in earneſi believed 
that the Church has any Authority? 1 may preſume 
to ask this Queſtion now, becauſt I have once before 


asked it in vain; and if Mr. Pyle be at a loſs what 


Anſwer to give to it, let him go to the Goſpel and 
learn what that means, It is impoſſible but that Of- 
fences will come, but wo unto him thro' whom 


they come; or that of the Apoſtle; Let no Man put 


a Stumbling-block or an Occaſion of Falling in his 
Brother's Way, Tl ebe u 

Mr. Pyle may be pleaſed to put the Caſe in another 
Inſtance, and try whether his Divinity will not help 
him to a truer Sight of it than his Law. We will 
ſuppoſe that ſoms Man or other, eminent for bis Learn- 
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Se and Judgment, had given it out, that there is 


Mo Sin in Swearing, and that Numbers of others 
ſhould have been led to think that any ſort of Swear- 


ing is lawful, and accordingly ſhould have begun to 


allow themſelves the Liberty of Swearing, ſome falſly, 


ſome raſhly and vainly. 7 put it to Mr. Pyle as 4 
Caſuiſt, what would be an honeſt Man's Duty in this 
Caſe ? Would it be allowable in him to fit down and 
ſay nothing Or would it be enough for him to put it 
to his Adverſaties, to ſhew that ſuch Inferences could 


Juſtly be drawn from his Aſſertion? Ought he not ra- 


ther, in the moſt ſpeedy and publick manner poſſible, 
to teſtify his Abhorrence of theſe wicked Profanati- 
ons, and (to prevent ſuch Abuſes for the future) to 


fet forth particularly thoſe Caſes in which only he 
Meant to ſay that it was lawful to Swear? 1 am 


Per ſuaded that there is no one, who has any Regard 
fo the Honour of God, and the Salvation of Mens 
Souls, who will not think this Method to be juſt and 
reaſonable. And is it then nothing to God's Honour, 
not hing to Mens Salvation, whether that Authority 


which Chriſt hat h repoſed in the Hands of his Mini- 


ſters, be acknowledged and obeyed or not? Let Mr. 
Pyle either ſhew this, or elſe let him ſhew #5 A good 
reaſon why the Biſhop, by whoſe late Writings it is 
but too viſible that great Numbers have been led 
openly to inſult and trample upon this Authority, ſhould 
be exempred from the common Rules of Chriſtianity 
(1 may add, ana of Humanity too) in like Caſes, 
There will be little need to obſerve to my Reader, 


that the Argument goes all along upon the Suppoſitiony 


that the Biſhop does allow that there is ſuch an Au- 
thority; for af there be in his Opinion no fuch Au- 
thority, then in his Opinion there will be no Scandal 
given by leading others to think that there is no 


ſuch Authority, and therefore no Scandal to be re- 


moved. I have ſaid thus much purely becauſe Mr. 


Pyle has forced me to it, by inſiſting upon it ſo poſi- 
* _ tiely” 
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tively againſt Dr. Sherlock, who had called upon his 
Lordſhip to declare himſelf, (d) that he is not now 


obliged to do it by virtue of the Part he has hi- 


therto acted in the preſent Controverſy, altho? the 


| Deſign of his whole Book is to ſhem that his Lordſhip 
bath not denied all Authority, but (e) ſuch Authority 


only as is deſtructive of all real Religion and ge- 
nuine Chi iſtianity. Againſt all ſuch Authority as 
this I may venture to ſay that Wt are as hearty Ene- 
mies as his Lordſhip,or the moſt zealous of his Friends. 
But this is not the Point + That which now lies before 


2 is, Whether ſuppoſing that his Lordſhip allows of 
ſome Authority in the Church, he is vot in Conſcience 
obliged to ſet forth what that Authority is, in order to 
remove the Scandal which he has given to a great mar 
ny, who have concluded from bis Writings that he al- 


tows of no Authority. In proving that he is not, Mr. 


| Pyle has put his Readers to the Expence of near Six 


Pages of Preface, the main Support of which has al- 
ready been laid before you; the reſt is fraught with 


fuch a Variety of groundleſs Conceits, and wicked In- 


inuations, as is hardly to be met with among any of 


the weakeſt and moſt profligate Writers of the Age. 


Having ſettled the Caſe of a Charge of Tarr falſly 
ſuggeſted, and that of a ſuppoſed Deſign of In- 
 CROACHMENT upon Lands, and determined what is 


to be expected from either Party, with the Gravity of 
a Judge in Weſtminſter-Hall ;; at p. ro. he begins 
to grew merry; and conſiders how diverting it 
mult be to the reſt of Mankind, to ſee a Set of Men 


thus cagerly fencing and diſputing about a certaiy 


Privilege and Authority, and yet all the while 
avoiding and ſhitting it upon each other to define 
what it is, and in whom it is lodged. At p. 12. 


he lets Hus ELF into the very Cauſe why the Dean 


tt. * 
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(d) Ibid. p. 13. (e) Fourth Letter, p. 43, 44. 
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and ſome others are ſo leath to have any hand in 
it, and why they ſo patherically inſiſt upon his 
Lordſhip's performing this Part, viz. becauſe there 
may be great Hopes that Ars (. c. the Biſhop's) 


_ Openneſs, Sincerity, Plainneſs, and Undiſguiſed- 
neſs, might happily bring rhar upon him, which 


would finiſh the Diſpute in favour of his Adverſa- 
ries, ſooner and better than all the Reaſons they 
can give, or the Pens they can ever employ againſt 
him. The That which ſtands here in Capitals refers 
to Temporal or Spiritual Authority, mentioned in 
the next Paragraph; ſo that according to Mr. Pyle 
the very Reaſon why his Lordſhip is called upon to 


declare what Authority he owns, is becauſe it is ho- 
ped that ſuch a Declaration would bring upon him the 


Cenſures of the Church (and perhaps the Secular 
Power too) as what will decide the Controverſy much 
better againſt him, than Reaſon and Argument. 
One might be excuſed if he ſhould infer from hence, 
that in Mr. Pyle's own Opinion the Biſhop has ſuch 
Notions concerning the Authority of the Church, as, 
if he would plainly ſpeak them out, would ſubject him 
to Eccleſiaſtical Cenſure 3 which gives a fine Idea of 


our Eccleſiaſtical Laws, when tis remembred that 
the Biſhop denies no Authority, but ſuch Authori- 


ty as is deſtructive of all real Religion and genu- 
ine Chriſtianity. To exclaim againſt all ſuch Cen- 


ſures in the groſs, he learn d from the Biſhop himſelf; 


and whoever does it, "tis a Symptom which to me as 


9 ſurely indicates an inward Diſpoſition ro innovate 
in the Church, as a Man's calling out to have all Ci- 


vil Courts of Judicature aboliſhed, would ſhew his 
Intention to overturn the State. But let this be as 
it will, thus much is plain, that thoſe, whoc ver they 
be, who either have called, or ſhall hereafter call upon 
his Lordſhip to explain himſelf, are repreſenred as 
Perſons conſcious to themſelves that their Cauſe cannot 
be maintained upon the Foot of Reaſon, and yet reſol- 
— VVV'f ved, 
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ved, if they can, to ſupport it merely by the Dint of 
Authority. A few Lines after their Character is 
compleated, and they are declared to be Adverſaries, 
whoſe Hopes are the ſame with thoſe of the Ixus, 
in their captious Queſtions: put to our Saviour, 
that upon either ſide of the Determination there 
might be Stones ns, ay to caſt at him. Thzs 
is a fine Compariſon! But the Calumny #s too groſs 
to be ſupported by ſo weak and ſlender a Foundation. 
To call upon his Lordſhip to tell us what Authority he 
owns, and what he denies, is highly reaſonable, if it 
were only upon this Account, VIZ. that we may no long- 
er continue fighting in the Dark, without knowing 

what it is neceſſary for us to prove. The Authorit 
claimed by us is, as we judge, the very ſame with, 
and no other than, that which our Church has claimed 
ever ſince the Reformation. His Lordſhip cannot be 
ignorant of theſe Claims; and therefore if he knows 
of any in which he thinks either that we have departed 
From our Church, or our Church from the Scrip- 
tures, let him ſhew which they are, and he ſhall haue 
a fair hearing. But till this is done, to expect that 
we ſhould undertake to defend any particular Claim 
againſt his Lordſhip, is ridiculous 5, becauſe whatever 
Claim we fix upon, his Lordſhip, when all is done, may 
tell us that he never oppoſed this Claim, and ſoit muſt 
be left entirely to his Lordſhip's Diſcretion to deter- 
mine to the World, whether we have not been very 
impertinent. How far this would be our Caſe if we 
ſhould go about to defend all our Claims, it is impoſſi- 
ble to ſay with any manner of Certainty ;, for his Lord- 
ſhip by declaring that he hath not denied all Authority, 
and yet refuſing to tell us what Authority he owns, 
has left himſelf at Liberty to own juſt as much or as 
little as he ſhall think fit ;, ſo that if we ſhould make 
good every thing which we pretend to (For we do not 
pretend to all Authority) we cannot be certain but that 
his Lordſhip may make uſe of his Liberty otherwiſe 
— | than 
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f than we expect , and declare for it too : the true Con 
*% ſequence of which is, that the more able we are to de- 
4 fend and juſtify our ſelves, the more danger we are 
„ in of ſaying a great deal to very little Purpoſe. Nhe- 
, ther this be putting things upon a fair Bottom, let 
e any one judge. To me this Cautious Way of Deal- 
15 ing ſeems to betray much more of Craft and Policy, 


(s than of true Courage. 'Ti juſt as if I ſhould uſe 
. all the Means I could to provoke a Man to Fight 
ie | me, and when I find him ready, ſhould ſneak off, aud 
it | leave him to try his Strength upon ſome Body elſe, 
7- | that ſo I might the better know whether I am able to 
19 Encounter him. Whether this be his Lordjhip's Caſe, 
7 he himſelf beſt knows, but I cannot forbear ſaying it 
7 looks ſomewhat like it. Tn writing his Preſervative 
d and Sermon, he was thought by all the Friends of 
be | the Eſtabliſhed Church to have proclaimed open 
| War againſt her; and his drawing back ſo ſoon. af- 
ter the Alarm was taken, and pretending that he 
P. was only Arguing againſt the Papiſts, and I know 
not who, ſeems to have been ouly an Umbrage to ſhift 
the Cauſe into other Hands; that ſo he might ſecure 
im to kimſelf the Benefit of a Retreat, in caſe the 
5 Succeſs ſhould not anſwer his Expectation. If 
this be ſo, it will then be the Concern of his Friends 
to call upon him to declare ; by whom he has not dealt 
ſo kindly as they deſerve, if after having put his 
Hand to the Plough, which is to tear up the Foun- 
dations of our Eſtabliſhment, he looks back and 
leaves them to bear the heat and burden of the day. 
But if not, and his Lordſhip ſhall ſtill inſiſt upon his 
| old Plea, that he has not denied all Authority, it 
behoves us, I think, to call upon him, not as Mr. Pyle 
weakly ſuppoſes, to deliver us out the Particu- 
lars of our Authority (for we want not to be in- 
ſtructed in what we pretend to) but deliver out to us 
the Particulars of his own, z. e. of that which be 
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will tand by ; and if it ſball appear to w to be leſs 


than what we think may be claimed by the Goſpel, it 
wil! ſoon be ſeen whether we will ſhitt off the Cauſe 
from one to the other, as if it were too hot to be 
meddled with, or whether it may be better ſupported 
by mere Authority, and Human Engines, than 
by the ſolid and laſting Foundations of Judgment 
and Reaſon. | PRE . 
But if his Lordſhip will not be prevailed upon to 
declare himſelf for our ſakes, he ought certainly to do 
it for the ſake of others, even Multitudes of Men to 
whom he has done infinite Nong, if there be any 
one Branch of Authority which he allows to the 
Church. The thing is too plain to be denyed, and I 


doubt not but his Lordſhip ſees it as well as I. I could 
indeed have no good Opinion of his Lordſhip, had I no 


other way of finding out his Character, than from 


Mr. Pyle's Writings : But even he, with all his In- 


diſcretion, (hall never provoke me to think that this 
Right Reverend Prelate is either ſo weak a Man us 
not to know, or ſo bad a Man as not to conſider, 
that the Miniſtring to others an Occaſion of depar- 
ting from the Faith of the Goſpel, is a thing of which 


fome account will be required another Day. To do it 
with Deſign, z one of the higheſt Affronts we can 
offer to God; and what is undeſignedly done, be- 


comes deſigned, if afterward we do not endeavour, 
to the utmoſt of our Power, to repair the Injury. And 


what then can be expected from his Lordſhip, who ſe | 


fertile Labours have ſo plentifully Adminiſtred to the 
growth of Libertiniſm among us, and produced ſo 
many rude Attacks upon the Church and Clergy ; 
zvhat leſs, I ſay, can be expected from him, than 
that he himſelf ſhould with his own Hands apply 
a Rem:dy to theſe Evils, by afſerting thoſe Rightful 
Powers (whatever they be) which chiefly thro' his 
Means have been ſet at nought? That fo his Lord- 
ſolp's Great Name and Charafter may not hencefor- 
ward 
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ward be made to Patronixe thoſe very Opinions 
which he himſelf diſallous of; that the Enemies of 
our Church may no longer claim him as their own ; 
nor Deiſts and Free-Thinkers continue to Careſs 
and Compliment him in vain. | 955 

If Mr. Pyle can ſbew that there is nothing in all 
this, he is at full liberty to do it, and then, aud 
not before, he may perhaps be able to calumniate 


| thoſe, who ſhall call upon his Lordſhip to explain Bim 


ſelf, with a better Grace. But as for his Lordſhip, 1 
will not, I cannot miſtruſt him ſo far as to think he 
will attempt it. He knows himſelf to be a Debtor to 
the Wiſe, and to the Unwiſe, and to have to do, 

(tho Mr. Pyle (f) jeems to imagine that none but the 


Committee have) with the Brethren at large, it he 


Weak as well as the Strong. He knows full well 


what Influence the Eminency of his Station, and the 


Credit and Reputation he has obtained in the World, 
has in determining the Sentiments of others agreeably 
to his own ; and upon this account muſt think bim 


Jelf bound by the Regard he owes to that Goſpel, of 


which he is an Ambaſſador, to that Church of 
which he is a Biſhop, and to all thoſe Chriſtians 
who have been Witneſſes of his Conduct in this Parti- 
cular, if indeed he does own any Authority, to de- 
clare plainly what it is. Of all theſe things, I ſay, 
I make no doubt but that his Lordſhip is truly feaſt 
ble; and therefore his ſtudied Reſervedneſs in this 
Caſe ever was, and ever will be a ſtrong Argument 


| with me, that the Charge of the Committee is v0 
to be Refuted. TI omit to mention thoſe Reaſons, 


which in Point of Pruderice might move his Lordſbi 
to ſuch a Declaration. Of his own Private Afairs 
he himſelf muſt be allowed to be the beſt Judge; tho 


r 
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T ſhould hope that no Private Views would ſo far 
have prevailed over him, as to lead him to the Neg- 


lect of ſo Publick and ſo Neceſſary a Duty. But & 
there is one thing which I muſt not forget to mention, 
viz. His Lordſhip's great Tenderneſs of his own 


Character, which of late has appeared in à very re- 
markable Inſtance. It is not long fince his Lordſhip 
was charged with having Prevaricated in a mo 
Solemn Appeal to Almighty God. A heavy, and 
(as ] believe) a very groundleſs Imputation it was ; 
and his Lordfhip, as it behoved him, left no Stone 
unturned to remove it. But to leave this Point 
to be decided in Books, was not thought ſafe'; 
the Remedy might be too ſlow for the Diſeaſe ; and 
therefore Advertiſements thronged upon Adver- 
tiſements, and every News Paper groaned under 
the Burden of the Controverſy. How adviſeable this 
Method was, I ſhall not take upon me to determine; 
but this I ſay, that when I confider his Lordſbip's 

Zeal in the one Caſe, and his Coldneſs in the o- 
_ ther, I cannot in Charity ſo much as ſuſpe& that 
he owns any Authority. For if I did, the Inference 
would force it ſelf too ſtrongly upon me, viz. That his 
Lordſhip has a much greater Concern for his own 
Honour, than he has for the Honour of his Lord and 


Maſter: 5 

The Reader J hope will forgive me, that I have 
detained him ſo long upon this Point, when he con- 
fiders that I am all this while endeavouring to ſhow 
that there is at preſent no neceſſity for me to enter 
upon a particular Defence of my Firſt Treatiſe. J 
ſhall now offer one Argument more, which tho I dave 
not call a Demonſtration in the ſtri& Senſe of the 
Word, yet, Imay venture to ſay, is ſufficient to ſa- 
#isfy any reaſonable Man, that it never will be ne- 
ceſſary. 1 do aſſure his Lordſhip, and the World, 

that I ſpeak it with no manner of Delight, or Com- 
placency, but with the deepeſt Concern ; for I rate 
not 
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not the Peace, of the Church ſo lou in my Eſteem, 
nor am ſo little ſeuſible how much it may be in his 
Lordjhip's Power to diſturb, it, that I had not infi- 
nitely rather find my ſelf miſtaken with the Com- 
mittee in judging of his Lordſhip's Senſe, than find 
him miſtaken in a Matter of ſuch Conſequence as this. 
But if any Regard is to be paid to what the Writers 
of his Lordſbip's Side have openly and conſtantly 
maintained, it will appear, that whenever his Lord- 
ſhip ſhall declare himſelf (if he ſhall at any time think 
fit to declare himſelf) it will be abundantly to our 
Juſtification; there being not ſo much as one of theſe 
(ſo far ns I have ſeen) who has not denied all Au- 
thority in the Church in as full Terms ds poſſible ; 
and advanced ſuch (I will not. ſay new Schemes ; for 
indeed they are only the old independent Notions 
revived ; bat ſuch Schemes) as are utterly inconſiſtent 
with all Order and Government. To ſet this 
Matter in a clear Light may not be improper, in 
order to cloſe up this Controverſy, which has now 
been almoſt Two Tears on foot, concerning the true 


Intent aud Meaning of the Biſhop's Sermon: J 


ſhall diſpatch it as briefly as I can. 


It is to be obſerved then, that wheu we ſay the 
Church has Authority, our Meaning is, that there 
are certain particular Perſons in the Church who 
are veſted with Authority from Chriſt. This Au- 
thority is ſuppoſed to be both Legiſlative and Judi- 
cial. et, NN as theſe Perſons are authorized 
to make, Appointments about indifferent Matters 
relating to Order and Decency in Religion and the 
Worſhp of God; which Appointments, under pro- 
per Circumſtances, ſhall be binding upon the Con- 
ſciences of others. And Judicial, as they are en- 
powered to determine upon what Ternis and Con- 
dit ions Men ſhall be admitted to, or excluded 
from, external and viſible Communion. Mo thoſe 

| C : Perſons 
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Perſons are who are entruſted with this Authority; 
it is not at preſent needful to enquire ; thd tis very 
obvious to gather, and it has been generally ſo un- 
derſtood, that if there be ſuch an Authority, it muſt 


originally have been lodged in the Hands of the 


Clergy. But this can be no Part of the Queſtion 
with thoſe who deny that there is any ſuch Authority 


any where at all; and that this is the Caſe of thoſe 


who have appeared in Defence of the Biſhop 0 
Bangor, I am now to ſhew. I ſhall confine my En- 
quiries to the firſt Branch of Authority only, viz. 


_ the Authority of Legiſlation ; for when this is once 


deſtroyed, the other muſt fall of courſe. _ 
The Reader perhaps will be ſurprixed to ſee Mr. 
Pyle ſtanding at the Head of thoſe who have denied 
all Authority, if he confiders in how angry a mer 


he has treated me, for endeavouring to jhew that I 


Biſhop has denied all Authority. But when be 


„ 
— 


80 to be a little acquainted with him, he will 


learn to wonder at nothing of this Kind for He will 


find it to be his conſtant Practice, under the Pretence 
of writing for the Biſhop, to write againſt the Bi- 


ſhop and Himſelf roo. A few plain Paſſages out of 


his tourth' Letter will ſet this Point out of the way 
of Exception: © - © ; 3 

(g) We ſay then (Jays he) that the Church 
(mean by it what you will) needs not at all be 


ſuppoſed to derive its Authority of appointing 


indifferent Things from any expreſs CHARTER or 
PrlrCCAT TON from Chriſt we find no ſuch 
determinate Commisston or Privilege DELEGA= 
TED to the Church, nor was there occafion for 
it. Here is a plain Declaration that Chriſt has gi- 


ven no ſpecial Commiſſion to the Church to ap= 
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point indifferent Things; ow. if this be true, then 
he can have given uo ſpecial Commiſſion to any par- 
ticular Perſons in the Church, This is granted in 
expreſs Terms. () The chief Texts, ſays he, 
whereon is pretended to be built an expreſs 
Couuissiox from Chriſt to paxricular PERSONS 
as Chuxcn Govytrnovuks, have been conſidered 
7 the Biſhop and his Adyocates, and ſhewn to 
have no relation to ſuch Kind of Power, Cc. 
And therefore he declares a few Lines after, that 
the reaſon of our OBEYING ſuch ( far jo he ſpeaks, 
tho very improperly) is not becauſe of any expreſs 
CnartER given them BY CHRIST, as RELIGIOUS 
Or SPIRITUAL Govtrnouss, to make Appoints 
ments in indifferent Matters. Again, (i) The 
chief Miſtake lies in imagining that Mens Obe- 
dience is due to it (i, e. 10 4 Church Law) by 
virtue of a poſitive Couurssrox given by Chriſt 
to ckRTAIN Mex as SpirtTUal Rurrss. | Aud 
(k) elſewhere ſpeaking of Spiritual Powers by Dx- 
RIVATION from Chriſt to certain PARTICULAR 
PzrSONS, he ſays they are Dreams. The Author 
f a Pamphlet under the Name of Phileleutherus 
Cantabrigienſis, treads in the ſame Path, (1) It 
does not (ſays he) any where appear that God 
has given the Power of making Laws or Rules 
about the Circumſtances of his Worſhip and 
Service, to any PARTICULAR PtkSONS among 
Chriſtians: therefore no Perſons have a Divine 
[Ricnur to this Power. And this Notion is alſo 
upported by Mr. Burnet, who ſays of the Clergy 
in particular, that (n) they are appointed onLY 
to TEACH, to EXHORT, and to ASSIST others. in the 
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own accord? Mr, Burnet you ſee confeſſes the Charge, 


farther a great deal; () There CANNOT (Jays he) 
IN THE NATURE OF THE THING be a proper Human] 


, bid. p. 154. (6) Ibid, p. 33 (%) mid. p. 264. 
(q) Ibid. p. 7. TOC x | 


Performance of their Duties. That they have 
properly any Authority he (z) denies ; for this, 


Jays he, implies Command and Dominion, which 


St. Peter expreſly forbids Paſtors to exerciſe. And 


he ſays of all Chriſtians, without Exception, that the) 


(o) are all equal, and upon a foot; and that none 
of them (p) have a Power of making Laws, ſo as 
to bind the Conſciences of there. 
It appears then from what theſe Gentlemen do una- 
nimouſly teach, that there are no particular Perſons 


in the Church to whom Chriſt has granted a Power 


or Commiſſion fo make Laws for Order and De- 
cency; the Conſequence of which is manifeſtly this, 
t hat there is in the Church no Legiſlative Authori- 
ty. For a Legiſlative Authority :mplying, in the 


very Not ion of it, a Power of making Laws, which, 


under proper Circumſtances, ſhall be obligatory upon 
others (for otherwiſe they are no Laws) tis plain, 


that if there be any ſuch Authority in the Church, it 


muſt be lodged in the Hands of ſome particular Per- 
ſons in the Church. It is plain alſo that theſe par- 
ticular Perſons muſt have received this Authority 
by a Commiſſion from Chriſt ; becauſe Chriſt being 
the Head and ſupreme Governour of the Church, 
whatever Authority there us in the Church, it muſt 
bave been granted by or derived from him. But 
why Ao 1 labour to deduce that by way of Conſequence, 
which theſe Gentlemen do ſo liberally grant me of their 


and tells us, that no fallible Men have a Power of 
making Laws in Chriſt's Kingdom, ſo as to bind 
the Conſciences of his Subjects. Mr. Pyle goes 
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of Religion, as there is in Civil Aﬀairs. This ſure- 
ly is a Stretch beyond all Reaſon ! For hat? Could 


* 


not Chriſt, if he had ſo pleaſed, have given a Pow. 


er to ſome particular Perſons' to make Laws rela- 


ting to the external Modes or Circumſtances of Re- 
ligion ? Why no it ſeems; and the Reaſons are, be- 
cauſe there can be no Power to which the Subjects 
can be ABSOLUTELY and CONSTANTLY obliged, or 
which can rightly and really 'puxIsH for Non- 


compliance. Worthily argued ! As if Puniſhment, 


1. e. Temporal Puniſhment, were of the Eſſence of a 


Law! Or as if Power muſt either be abſolute or 


none at all! If this be true, it will as well follow that 
there can be no Human Legiſlative Power in Civil 
Affairs. For I know not where that Civil Power #, 
which can oblige the Subjefs abſolutely and con- 


ſtantly, or under all Circumſtances. HR 
But it is not my Buſineſs at this time to diſpute 


whether there be in the Church any proper legiſlative 
Authority, but only to enquire whether theſe Gentle- 


men do allow that there is; and it is, I think, as 


plain as Words can make it, that they do not. *Tis 
true they very frequently uſe the Word Authority, 
and ſprat of Church Governours, Church Laws, 
and the lite; but in this they only uſe a Latitude of 
Expreſſion, which may ſerve to impoſe upon careleſs 
Readers; for when you come to examine preciſely in- 
to their Notion of Authority, &c. it is manifeſt that 
they intend no ſuch” Matters as thoſe Words and 
Phraſes do properly «mply. This will be more evi- 


: dent ſtill, if you conſider what Account they give of 


the Ground and Foundation of Church Communi- 


on, which, ſays my Author, Mr. Pyle, (r) is of an 


Human, Social, and Civil Nature. (G) The Church, 


ome 


(7) Ibid. p. 66. () Ibid. p. 65, 
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be tells us, cannot but be ſuppoſed to have an Au- 
thority of appointing indifferent Things, as it is 
a Society, and hy virtue of its very Nature of be- 
ing ſuch; and therefore it is both impowered. and 
obliged to keep up that Order and Regularity, 
which in the Courſe of Reaſon, Nature and Pro- 
vidence, is neceſſary to and obligatory upon all 
Socteties. There. are two or three Paragraphs more 
full of ſuch Stuff as this; by which thoſe who are well 
verſed in Unintelligibles perhaps may receive ſome 
Edification, But thoſe who love plain Words, J 
muſt deſire to attend me to the next Chapter, where 
| we ſhall find a Key which will let us into the whole 
Myſtery. I had in my Remarks, p. 80. taken notice 
of the Biſhop's way of interpreting the 20th Article 
of our Church, wherein. it is declared that the 
Church hath Power to decree Rites and Ceremo- 
nies. His Lordſhip's Senſe of the Matter is this; 
That ſince the Church (in the preceding Article) i. 
defined to be a Congregation, &c. therefore what- 
ever is here affirmed of the Church, muſt be ſuppo- 
fed to be affirmed not of any particular Perſons, 
but of the whole Congregation. Is not this ( ſaid 
J taking away all Authority in ſome Chriſtians 
above others to preſcribe Laws for the external 
Manner of religious Worſhip.? Why yes, ſays Ar. 
Pyle, (:) juſt as much as for any CIvII Body of 
Men. to agree upon Laws for preſerving Society, 
would be taking away all Power of ſome over 
others; but no more. For neither the one nor 
the other, by ſuppoſing the Power of Law-making 
to be lodged originally in the wol Bobr, car- 
rics any Denial but that the Power of executing 

their Laws may be delegated to PARTICULAR 
| Hanps. How much this Anſwer is to the Purpoſe, 
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will be ſeen anon; thus much is plain at the very fir 
Sight, that according to Mr. Pyle, Church Com- 
munion, . e. the joining of many Perſons together 
in one particular external Way or Manner of reli- 
gious Worſhip, iz founded not in any Power or Au- 
thority which is originally lodged in ſome above 
others of preſcribing or appointing tha Manner, 
but in the Conſent or Agreement of the whole Bo- 
dy or oy 0 og ſo joining together; which ap- 
pears yet farther from what he ſays a little after, 
viz. (#) That when any Cnuxch or Soctgrr o 
Chriſtians Havs ApPOIN TED Ceremonial Uſages 
for the ſake of common Decency in Worſhip, 
thoſe Members, &c. Nom as this is entirely agree- 
able to what the Biſhop ſuppoſes to be the Senſe of the 
Article, ſo it anſwers to the Notion which is conſtant- 
ly and unanimouſly maintained by the Writers afore< 
mentioned. Mr. Burnet perpetually ſpeaks of the 
(w) Agreement of Chriſtians, as the Foundation of 
external Order in the Church. Phileleutherus 
Cantabrigienſis tells us plainly, that (x) the onLY 
Foundation or Right any Form of Chunch Porrrr 
can be ſettled upon, is the Consexntr and Ap- 
POINTMENT Of THE CHRISTIANS Who unite into 
that Choc; and that Consent is the ONLY 
Foundation of ECcLESILASTICAIL as well as of CIvIL 
Government. Once more then I ak the Queſtion; 
not this taking away all Authority i» one Chri- 
ian above another to preſcribe Laws for the ex- 
ernal Manner of religious Worſhip ;, or, which ;s 
he ſame thing, can there upon this Suppoſition be any 
ſuch thing in the Church as a proper LeGISLativs 
Aurnokirr? In anſwer to this Queſtion, it is grant- 
ed in the firſt place, that one Chriſtian has not ori- 
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(u) Ibid. p. 88. (w) Ibid. p. 131, 132, 133; 134. 
2) Ibid, p 7, 8. 
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ginally a Pewer of preſcribirg Laws over others in 

theſe Caſes ; for Mr. Pyle tells us, that ORIGINALLY 

the Power of making, i. e. of appointing Rites and 

Ceremonies, is in the wiolꝝx Bopy. Well; but 
may not the whole Body DELEGATE this\Power into | 
fome particular Hands, whoſe Appointments about Il | 
indifferent, Things ſhall, in virtue of that DEIEE « 
GATION, acquire the Nature and Force of Laws? 
If this may 11 altho* the Difference will ſtill be very . 
great between us, yet it muſt be owned that there 

may be in the Church a proper 1EOGISLATIVE Aus 

THORITY ; and this is what Mr. Pyle ſeems to inſi- 

nuate by his putting, in the way of Compariſon, Ec- |ſ t 
cleſiaſtical and Civil Societies upon the ſame Bot- i 1 
tom. His Suppoſition is, that originally all Men are , 
equal, as well with reſpect to their Religious as their 1B 
Civil Concerns : and his Argument is to this effet; E 
that to ſay that the Power of appointing Rites or . 
Ceremonies for the Preſervation of Order and De- b. 
cency in religious Worſhip, is lodged originally in the n. 
Whole Body, no more takes away all Authority in le 
one CHRISTIAN above another, than to ſay that th: R 
Power of appointing Laws for the Preſervation of | ſu 
Society is originally lodged in the whole Body, 
takes away all Authority of one Civil SuBJject 
above another; becauſe neither of theſe Suppoſit ions 
carry with it any Denial, but that the Power — 
may be delegated to pak TI CIA R HanDs. This 


oy 


ſeems manifeſtly deſigned to inſinuate a Belief inte ¶ ca 
his Readers, that there are ſome particular Perſons Ml th 
in the Church who have a proper legiſlative Autho- ed 
_ rity delegated to them from the whole Body, even te 
as (according to theſe Mens Politicks at leaſt) there /e. 
are in tlie State; and certainly it was neceſſary for e. 
him to ſay this, or elſe, as is manifeſt, and as . 
ſuppoſe he himſelf ſaw, his Anſwer will have no re- 0 


lation to my Queſtion, But it is evident alſo, rhat ¶ e 
in Truth he intended to ſay no ſuch thing; for when o 
| | v 


- 
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$ i Von come to look what that Power is which he pretends 
LLY may be delegated. from the whole Body, it i not 
and what the Compariſon would naturally lead you to er- 
but pect, a Power of: MAKING Lams, but a Power of 
into EXECUTING Laws already made, i. e. it is not à le- 
bout | gillative, but an executive Authority. What Chi- 
IE. W Canerie, what Legerdemain 5s this! It is not for 
ws? soch Management, I hope, that Mr. Pyle has ſo 
very | decently complimented his Lordſhip with being the 
here Author of a new Sect, and fo frequently in his Wri- 
Au- = tings ſtiled himſelf a BAN ORA Nx. a 
inſi- What this Power of executing Laws, when applied 
Ec- I to the Church, can poſſibly mean, I ſhall not for my 
Bot- Part ſo much as pretend to conjecture. 15 enough 
1 are for me that Mr. Pyle does not here ſay that the 
their Body of Chriſtians can delegate to any particular 
ect; Hands a proper legiſlative Authority; and I am cer- 
es or fain he cannot ſay this without contradicting what he 
De- If has before advanced in general, viz. that there can- 
„n the ¶ not in the nature of the thing be a proper Human 
ty in legiſlative Power at all, even in the Externals of 
t the | Religion, as there is in Civil Affairs. In truth, 
on of ſuch a delegated Authority as this there cannot be in 
ody, || the Church without an expreſs Commiſſion, or at 
3JECT fl leaſt without an expreſs Permiſſion from Chriſt ; 
irons ¶ the reaſon is plain, viz. That tho Men may give up 
ber Natural and Temporal Rights into what 
Hands, and upon what Terms they pleaſe, yet they 
cannot give up their Religious and Spiritual. In 
the Uſe and Exerciſe of the former they are indebt-= 
ed to none; but in the Vſe and Exerciſe of the lat- 
ter they are indebted to God. So that if it be ſuppo- 
ſed that Chriſt hath originally left all Perſons at li- 
berty to worſhip God in ſuch a Way and Manner a 
they themſelves ſhall beſt approve of, i. e. if he has 
not himſelf ſubjected them to any as Lawgivers, they 
cannot ſubjett themſelves to any as Lawgivers, wich- 
"nr affronting him. f [ ſay, in order to 

| | make 
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make way for a proper legiſlative Authority upon this 
foot, it muſt be ſhewn from Scripture that Chriſt hath 
permitted Chriſtians to delegate that Power or 
Right, which originally is lodged in all of them 
equally, ro particular Hands, and by them to be 
governed and directed as Lawgivers iu Matters F 
left undetermined by him; which ſhould any one at- 1 
tempt to do, he would attempt ſomething which is not | 
only impoſſible, but very ridiculous, For it is upon 
many Accounts more reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that if . 
Chriſt had intended that Chriſtians ſhould be ſubjett 0 
to particular Perſons as Lawpivers in this Caſe, he IN / 
himſelf would have appointed rhoje Lawgivers, ra- | « 
] 
1 
7 


ther than have leſt them to appoint them for them- 

felves ——— Fut there is no need for me to inſiſt any 

longer upon this, which indeed is Nebodys Notion 
that I know of, but only a mere Supgeſtion of Mr. iſl b 
 Pyle's, to ger rid of an Objection which he could not i. 
anſwer, My Queſtion was this, viz. Whether ſup- 0 
poſing that the Right of appointing Rites and Cere- o. 
monies was not lodged in the Hands of particular j. 
Perſons in the Church, but in the whole Congrega- | 4 
tion, as the Biſhop had aſſerted, it would not neceſſa- Þ 71 
rily follow that there was no Authority in one Chri- V 
ſtian above another to appoint theſe Rites, and con- V 
ſequently no Authority n the Church at all. Mr. 
Pyle ſaw how this pinch'd, and found that the Ob- 
jection could not be removed without jaying, that the 
this Power was in the whole Body, yet it might be. 
delegated by the whole Body to particular Hands. 
Now to have aſſerted this plainly, and without Diſ- 
guiſe, would have been profly to have contradicted 
his own declared Senſe; and not to afſert it, was 
clearly to give up the Point, This was worſe than 
Death; and therefore he choſe the middle way, i. e. 
to ſeem to aſſert it, and yet not to aſſert it; a Pra- 
tice which is I confeſs worthy of ſuch Writers as: 
value the Credit of a Party more than they value the 
5 Truth; 
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Truth; but can have its deſired Effect only upon ſuch 
Readers as truſt to their Ears more than to their 
Underſt andings. . 51 WAY 
The Reſult of the whole is this; that according to 
theſe Men there is no ſuch thing as any proper lepi- 
ſlitive Authority in the Church of Chriſt ; but that 
all Chriſtians are at liberty, notwithſtanding any Pre- 
eminence or Superiority which Chriſt hath given to 
one above another (which they do not grant) to join 
together (any Number of them) in the uſe of ſuch 
outward Forms of rel:gious Worſhip as they them 
ſelves ſhall moſt approve of. I ſay, any Number of 
them; for if Conſent be the only Foundation of 
Eccleſiaſtical Polity, as theſe Men expreſly contend, 
it will follow, that if a Man does not conſent to any 
particular Form of Eccleſiaſtical Polity, he cannot 


be bound to that Form, nor any longer bound than he 


is conſenting ; that is to ſay, he is perfectly at liberty 
(notwithſtanding any Obligation which the Conſent 
or Appointment of others can lay upon them) to 
Join in that Form, or any ather which he likes better, 
Men can conſent only for themſelves ; and to ſay 
that the Conſent of any Number of Chriſtians in one 
Way of Worſhip, binds others to join in the ſame. 
Way, is to plead for that legillative Authority which 
they diſown. For whatever it be by which a Man is 
bound, that is a Law, and Authority wil be Au- 
thority let it be lodged in the Hands of many, of 4 
few, or of one. IWherefore, I ſay, when the /e Au- 
tho-s ſpeak of Eccleſiaſtical Authority or Eccleſi- 
altical Laws, they abuſe the Words, and their Rea: 
ders too. For by Authority they can mean only a 
Right or Power relating to themſelves only; and by 
Laws they can intend nothing but certain Rules or 
Orders, which by the mutual Conſent or Agreement 
of Chriſtians have been ſettled among themſelves. 
Mr. Burnet himſelf in effect confeſſes thus much, For 


2 fays 


ſays he (y) when any viſible: Church or Congrega- 
tion of Chriſtians have (Nor Map a Chriſtian 
Law, for that they have no Powter to do, but) 
AGREED upon any particular ORDER for their own 
Edification ; it is then a Sin (not againſt any Law 
made by that Acrtemenrt, for such there can be 
NONE properly ſpeaking ; but) againſt the great 
Law of Peace and Charity to leave that Order, 
without ſome very weighty Reaſons. 1 ſhall make 
4 farther Uſe of this Paſſage by and by; what I pro- 
duce it for at this time is, to ſhew, that according to 
Mr. Burnet, the Orders or Appointments ef Chri- 
ſtians about the external Manner of religious Wor- 
ſhip, are not properly Laws; and that the Obligati- 
on not to depart from any ſettled Order without 
good reaſon, ariſes not from hence, that Men are 
bound by that Order, but from the general Law of 
Peace and Charity; by which it is plain Men are 
oft-times bound, even in the moſt indifferent Mat- 
fFErsS, | #42 3 1181 5 
And now I will beg Leave to ask his Lordſhip one 
plain Queſtion. Will he ſtand by theſe Doctrines, or 
will he not ? If he will not, why, in the Name of God, 
has he not long before now ſhewn his Diſlike of them ? 
Why has he not remonſtrated Againſt theſe either miſ- 
taken or deſigning Men, who have appeared under 
the Character of Interpreters and Detenders of his 
Writings, and told the World plainly that they have 


not repreſented his Meaning truly? But alas! his 


Lordſhip has given the World too much reaſon to 
think, that theſe Gentlemen have fathom'd to the 
very bottom of his Schemes; and that what they 
ſpeak, they ſpeak not of themſelves ; Mr. Burnet 
eſpecially, whoſe Second Letter his Lordſhip bath 
(z) ſet forth in ſuch a manner, that one cannot but 


* 


O Ibid, p. 131. (z) Anſw. to Dr, Sherlock, p. 111. 
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ſuſpelt that he was no Stranger to the Contents of it 
before it was publiſhed. And if this be the Caſe, it 
might perhaps be worth his while to conſider, hom he 
will be able to juſtify his late Conduct to God, and to 
the World. For theſe are the very Doctrines which 
were charged upon him by the Committee; which 
Charge his Lordſhip hath not only denied, but hath 
taken occaſion from hence to repreſent the Commit- 
tee as Setters up of the Popiſh Claims of abſolute 
Authority and indiſpenſable Obedience; whereas 
it is plain to the Eyes of every one who is but willing 
to.ſee, that the Charge carries no ſuch Meaning, nor 
any at her Meaning than that, in which his Lordſhip, 
if he would have ſpoke plainly, muſt. have, confeſſed 
the Juſtice of it. It would be. eaſy for me, by the 
help of this Clue, which I have nom put into the Rea- 
der's Hand, to lead him thro all the Labyrinths af 
his Sermon, and his Anſwer to the Repreſentation, 
and ſbem by what a Variety of artificial Turns he has 
endeavoured to perplex and. confound bis Readers. 
But as it was never any Part of my, Deſign to render 
bis Lordſhip odious, but only to juſtiſy thoſe whom he 
had render'd ſo, I ſhall here ſtop. my Hand, and leaue 
the reſt to thoſe who are more fond of ſuch Work than 
I am. I take no Delight in gazing upon the Frail- 
ties of my Brethren and Fellow Chriſtians; and as 
to his. Lordſhip, I do aſſure him I am ſo far from be- 
ing deſirous of ſaying any thing amiſs of him, that 
I am for his ſake, as well as for-the-/ake of others, 
ſorry that he bas given me the occaſion to ſay what I 
have ſaid. If this therefore be (as I truſt it is) 
enough for thoſe whoſe juſt Cauſe I bave been plead- 
ing, it ſhall be enough for me; nor ſhall I ſo far di- 
veſt my felf of my Humanity, nor ſhew my ſelf ſo in- 
conſiſtent in my Profeſſions of a Concern for the Ho- 
nour of our moſt excellent Church, as needlelly ro 
expoſe thoſe Faults of a Biſhop of her own, which 
ſhould her Enemies (as at ſome time or other per- 

£28 FA — — 


=”; [7 


"us -. CO TR Oo Hl EO by 
* bg ” :*% ww . an _ 3 —_— ' 
A 1 EE A : n 
_ , — — - 2 = 3 — —— 1 2 3 — 5 * * He ? C WY . 3 , 
a ck 3 * - 22 by A 5 * — * P MN 5 33 4 + 2 "wh .d 7 1 - 2 1 k # | =? 
* 2 1 8.» 4 - — „ 0 _ £ 9 - e 4 * — 3 Y ay Ge. - 
e EE 4 2 S — 8 2 4 8 — 7" F a " 
4 * 2 . We, * r : , 1 , 7 "RR n s 4M 8 
r — *> & — 55. wx * 5 Pad as 26 * Pe" _o 2 6 L b , F , K-44 2 4 
= | a = 2 | "6 2 2 Dy _- OO bas 2 0 5 — 8 T — = * 5 4 
r * ; e N ons N WWP r 4 . 2 
a = . — — 2 — : = 2 2 — 3 * 33 3 _ — <> * 
2 2 - ” 2 L 5 5 p a 2 . g 


eee 2 . P ˙ 26 ae a 0-5: 1 
„ — bY — — — 1 . oy * 


make other new ones, without very weighty 
Rea ſons. The Caſe you ſee relates to external 


Perfons of that Nation ro ſorſ/ake, or not to con- 


will not be diſpleaſed, I hope, that 1 ſuppoſe him 
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haps they may) caſt in her Teeth, ſhe muſt be for- 


ced to turn away her Face with no other Reply 
than this, 5 


Puptr hæc opprobria nobis 
Et pici potuiſſe & non potuiſſe RERPEIII. 


One thing have now to offer to thoſe Gentle. II 


men, whoſe Writings I have juſt been looking into; v 


which I offer, not ſo much as an Argument ag ainſt the I 


Truth of their Principles (for it is not my Bu- | t 
fireſs at this time 10 decide that Point) bur princi- Ne. 
pally to lay open to them the full Extent of them, il 2 
and fhew that they infer a Concluſion, of which is 


1 believe they are not ſenſible, and of which when | (; 
they are once made ſenſible, they may perhaps thick  F 


it neceſſary to examine them over again. Mr, of 
-Burnet has told ns in the Place laſt quot ed, 1 # 


Thar when any viſible Church or Conpregati- 4 
on of Chriſtians have ——— agreed upon any ri 
particular Order for their own Edification ; it 
is then a Sin ——— apainſt the great Law of 
Peace and Charity to leave: that. Order, and 


Communion ;z and to avoid multiplying Oueſtions, 
J (halt ſuppoſe the meaning of the Paſſage to be 
this > That when the Chriſtians of any Nation, 
er the major part of them, have agreed upon any 
articular Order, i. e. upon any particular Form 
of Eccleſiaſtical Polity, it is rhen a Sin in any 


ſent to that Form, but to ſet up others of their 
cn, wit hout ſome weighty Reajons. Mr. Burnet 


te be a Friend to National Churches, 4 that 
J rake his Deſien in this place to have been, ta 
guard againſt needleſs Separations from that par- 
L : = ticular 
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ticular National Church of which he is a Member. 
If be be, I aok his Pardon; but if I may have leave 
to interpret him by Phileleutherus, J judge right; 
for he tells us, that (a) every one is under an 
Obligation to unite with that Form he finds 
ready ſettled to his hand, provided (1 need 
not repeat the Conditions) and adds: A Man who 
tlee lives in a National CHURCH, is obliged to unite 
atos with Thar. This Gentleman you ſee pleads for a 
tbe National Church; and he pleads for it ſo far as 
Bu- 0 tell 115 elſewbere (% for what reaſon I profeſs J 

inci- cannot ſee) that (b) to imagine that in a Chriſti- 
bem, an Nation there ſhould be no National Church, 
phich is UropfANisM. By a National Church he means 
when (or I cannot tell what he means) ſome particular 
think Form of external Polity, which the major part 
Mr, of the Chriſtians in a Nation have conſented to. 

ot ed, ¶ For all Eccleſiaſtical Polity bcing (as we are now 
gari-¶ taught to believe) founded, not in any Laws of par- 
any IF ticular Perſons appointing a particular Form, but 
5 Hi the Conlent of Chriſtians ; 2 National Church 
of :herefore cannot receive its Denomination from fuch 
and Laws, but from Conſent; and if from Conſent, 
ighty i: muſt be from the Conſent of the Majority. For 


"_ if there can be no National Church, unleſs every 
ions, 


to be 
ation, 
n any 
Form 
n any 
Con- 
their 
urnet 
e him 
{ that 
en, 16 
T, pare 
icular 


ſame Form, to imagine that there can be any 
National Church at al will, I doubt, be Uto- 
pianiſm. And beſides, a National Church upon 
this Suppoſition will be utterly inconfiſtent with a 
Separation; becauſe it muſt ceaſe to be a Natio- 
nal Church as ſoon as there is a Separation. 
We will ſuppoſe 't this then to be the Caſe; and 


ꝙ—— 


(4) Ibid, p. 9. (6) Ibid. p. 17. 


fingle Chriſtian of a Nation ſhall agree in the 
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ſay with Mr. Burnet, that it 4 a Sin againſt thy 


Law of Peace and Charity: 10 ſeparate "ae. 4 
National Church without ſome weighty Reaſon. 
The Queſtion that I would ask is this ; What may 
be adjudged a weighty Reaſon in this Caſe ? Mr. 
Burnet anſwers in the very next Words, that it it 
ſuch a Reaſon. as drives Men to the Choice 
whether they will adhere to Car1sr or to MEN; 
or ſuch a one at leaſt, in their ſincere Opinions. 
This I confeſs is ſomewhat looſely expreſſed ; but we 
may explain it by ſome other Paſſages. He tells us 


then elſewhere, that (c) It may often be commen- 


dable to ſubmit to Terms and Conditions which 
it was very unlawful to impoſe, where thoſe 


Terms do not pirecrLY oPPosst the EnD of all 


ExTezrnar, Communton. . And again in another 


Place (d) His Lordſhip, ſays he, in a Diſpute 


that he was engaged in with the DIssENTERS 
only endeavours to prove —— that the 
Terms of Communion which they ſcruple, are 
not IN THEMSELVES UNLAWFUL. I doubt not but 
that Mr. Burnet approves of this Argument of 
his Lordſhip ; and therefore from all this I ga- 
ther, that, according to him, it is a Sin for any 
Man to ſeparate from a National Church, un- 
leſs the Terms of Communion impoſed by that 
Church are, or appear to them to be, 1n them- 


ſelves unlawful, 2. e. unleſs that Church requires 


ſomet bing be performed of its Members which 
Chriſt has particularly forbidden. Phileleutherus 
fays the ſame thing. (e) Where (ſays he) there 
is a Narionar Crurcy which is BARELY Fo- 
LERABLE), 2. e. in the Conſtitution of which 


— 
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(c) Ibid. p. 241, (4) Ibid. p. 278. (e) Ibid, Pp. 18. 
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the there are ever ſo many Errors, Defects, or 
m 4 Corruptions; yet if NoTHING SNF UI is impo- 
ſon. I ſed on, or required of the Members of it, tis 
may the Duty of all the Chriſtians in that Nation 
Mr. to hold Communion in that Church; and a 
it is ter this he alſo refers to ſome of the former Wri- 
oice ¶ zings of the Biſhop of Bangor, from whence he 
{ex ; ¶ has produced a long Paſſage which is to the 
ions: ¶ ſame Effect. | Wa 
„ WE ENS RT: 
ls us The Caſe then is thus far clear, that to forſake 4 
men- || National Church, and join to another, is a Sins 
zhich I zf the Terms of Communion impoſed in that Na= 
thoſe ¶ tional Church be ſimply lawful ; which tho I ac- 
of all ¶ knowledge to be a very great Truth, yet I cannot ſee 
not her ¶ bow it 1 e defended upon theſe Men's Principles. 
{pute ¶ For the Sin of Separation is by them ſuppoſed to 
NTERS il confiſt, not in the Breach of any particular Law by 
t the I which in this Caſe Men are bound to communicate 
>, are with the National Church (for ſuch a Law, in 
ot but V their Opinion, there cannot be) but in the Breach 
ent of || of the general Law of Peace and Charity. That 
I ga- I to ſay, notwithſtanding every Man with reſpect to 
ran; ¶ any particular Law which others have Authority 
1, un- to lay upon him, is perfectly at Liberty to join in 
that ¶ Communion with any Church or Congregation of 
them- I Chriſtians, yet the general Law of Peace and 
equire Charity xESTRAINS him in the uſe of that Libetty; 
which ¶ and makes it neceſſary for him to communicate with 
therus be National Chutch. The Caſe appears to me to 
there be exactly the ſame with that which is mentioned 
r ro- 21d reſolved by St. Paul, concerning the eating of 
which Meats in themſelves indifferent. There is no par- 


ticular Law of God which forbids nie the uſe of 
any ſort of Meat an) more than another, and con- 
ſequently, with reſpet# to any ſuch Law, I am 

| E perfetily 


p. 18. 


there 


xxxiv. The PR E FE A CE. 


perfec ll) at liberty to eat of any, But yet if any 
one be offended by my eating of ſome one particular, 
ſort, I am obliged to abſtain From it, by that general 
Law of Chatity which ANTS; me to offend my 
Brother. 


— * 


This you ſee is the ſole Fouddation upon which 
theſe Men build the Sinfulneſs of ſeparating from 
a National Church ; a Foundation, in my Opinion, 
by much too weak to bear the Meight of fach a 
Superſtructure. To make which evident, 1 lay. it 
down as a general Rule, that the Lau of Peace 

and Charity can have no place but in things merely 
indifferent to the great End of Man, i. e. to 
his Final and Everlaſting Happineſs. Of this 
fort are all thoſe things which relate to the Body; : 
for which neither Reaſon nor Religion binds us to 
make the beſt Proviſion we can, and therefore we 
not only may, but oftimes ought to forego 'many 
Conveniencies of this kind, for the good of others, 
and eſpecially for their ſpiritual good. But certain- 
ly both Reaſon and Religion ole every one of 1 
to make the beſt Proviſion we can for our Souls, 
and therefore I am not to forego any one Advantage 
this ſort for the ſake of others; for this were to 
Hope that in a matter of the greateſt Conſequence, 
J am obliged to prefer the Intereſt of others before, 
my own. Although therefore if any one be offend- 
ed, i. e. be betrayed into Sin by my eating of ſome 
particular ſort of Meat, I am by the Law of Cha- 
rity bound to abſtain from that ſort of Meat; yes 
if auy one ſhould be offended at my praying ſo many 
times a Day, or at my faſting ſo many Days in the 
Week, I ſhould (if 1 found any real ſpiritual Ad- 
vantage by thoſe Exerciſes) be ſo far from being 
obliged to forbear them, * on the other hand 1 
Hou | 
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„ ſhould be obliged. to continue them, not wit t andin 4 
al uch Offence. For that ſuch a Perſon is dende 
1 his own Fault, and 'tis unreaſonable that J 
| J ſhould debar my ſelf of any ſpiritual Good, mer ely 

20 gratify anothers Frowardnels. 


Jo apply now ) this general Rule to the Caſe before 
5. M will ſuppoſe a National Church already 
conſtituted, the Terms of Communion in which 
are only ſimply lawful, or (as Phileleutherus ſpeaks 
from the Biſbop of Bangor himſelf) barely tolera- 
ble; fince all things that are lawful are not equally 
expedient, it muſt be ſuppoſed that other Forms 
may be contrived, which will contribute more to the 
ſpiritual Improvement of Chriſtians. Put the Caſe 
then that a certain Number of Chriſtians, ſenſible of 
this, ſhould have agreed upon, aud conſtituted ano» 
ther Form among themſelves realy more beneficial ; 
and then ask any one of theſe Gentlemen, what they 
will have to ſay to ſhew the Reaſonableneſs of com- 
plying with the National Form. To urge barely 
that the National Form may lawfully be complyed 
with, is nothing to the Purpoſe, for theſe Perſons are 
ſuppoſed to have ſeparated, not upon the Account of 
any ynlawful Terms of Communion impoſed upon 
them, but only upon the account of greater Expedi- 
ency. If it ſhould be ſaid that Separations from a 
lawful Natiqnal Church give Offence, 1. e. become 
the Occafion of Hatred and Strife among Chriſtians, 
and argued from the general Law of Peace and 
Charity that they ought to conform; the Separatiſts 
may anſwer ; © Look ye to that, who are unchari- 

* table and contentious ; we bear 2 Good Will 
* towards all Men, and are deſirous to live peacea- 
© bly and quietly with you, and every one of thoſe 


- who do, or ſhall, diff er from ms. That ye have 
2 * 0 
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2 wo, Authority by any Law of yours, to bind s 
ce to your Form, ye confeſs ; aud why then ſhould ye 
©« he offended at us for making uſe of that Liberty 
« which Chriſt has given us for our Edification ? 
c We cannot anſwer it to God or our own Con- 
ce ſciences, to neglect any Opportunity he has put 
4 into our Hands for our ſpiritual Improvement ; 
& and therefore we cannot depart from our Form 
te to join in yours, which we are ſatisfied does 
& not ſo well ue and ſet forward the great 
* Ends of Religion. We acknowledge our ſelves 
« bound by the Law of Peace and Charity; but 
& we think that this Lau will not reach our Caſe. 
* Me are ready to confider the Frailties of our Bre- 
te thren, and ſhall take care to avoid every thin 

te which may miniſter unto them an Occaſion F 
te offending God, ſo far as is conſiſtent with our 
ce gown Eternal Intereſt. But if you expect that 

te we ſhould ſacrifice any part of our Share in 
& God's Favour to the Paſſions and Prejudices of 
ce. others, you impoſe upon us a very unreaſonable | 
ec Task, and we do not think our ſelves bound to 
te comply with it.” What reaſonable Anſwer could 
be given to ſuch a Plea as this, ] muſt profeſs 
for my own part, I am not able to ſee. If theſe 
(Gentlemen can think of any themſelves, I ſhould be 


glad to hear it. 


I need not obſerve, that the Argument will be 
the ſame, whether you ſuppoſe the Form agreed upon 
by this ſeparate Congregation, to be really better 
than the National Form, or only ſp in their Qpi- 
pions. ' For in truth, that is moſt expedient to me 
which F my ſelf judge and find fo be fo. Right 
and Wrong have their fix'd Limits, which are not 
to be alterd by the Opinions of Men. But in 


Judging 
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judging of the Uſefulneſs and Expediency of a 

1 805 . muſt be had to Men's Circumſtances, 
Tempers, and Diſpoſitions; and conſequently that 

which is in general and in the main moſt ex pedi- 
ent, may not be ſo to every particular Perſon; 
Now if the Reader ſhould be in pain leſt theſe 
Separatiſts ſhould want Miniſters to officiate in 
their Congregations, Mr. Burnet will very quickly 
relieve him. For as to adminiſtring the Sacra- 
ments (f) one Chriſtian has as much Right to do it 
as axother, tho? the whole Congregation may, if 
they think ſo fit, order it to be performed by him 
whom they ſhall appoint to be their Mouth; 5. e. 
by the Miniſter ; 5 you muſt know Miniſters are 
ozly the Mouths of the People; (g) God has not 
appointed any particular Order of Men to preach 
and officiate in Holy Things, but hath If every 
Body or Congregation 4 Chriſtians to appoint 
them for themſelves. This is the goodly Fabrick 
which is now rearing up upon my Lord Biſhop of 

Bangar's Shoulders ! Which if it can be ſupported, 
al Diſputes about Separation will be at an End. 
Por it will then be lawful for Ws Set or Number 
| of Chriſtians in any Nation to diſjoint themſelves 
from the National Church, to appoint Paſtors of 
their own, zo ſettle Rules and Orders for God's 
 7or/hip among themſelves, if at any time the 
National Forms ſhould happen not to be to their 


be Nun liking. If theſe Gentlemen can ſbeu that this 
pon Conſequence will not follow from their Principles, it 
ter Concerns them to do it ; if AO ( aud I am perſwaded 
pi- e cannot) it ſhould be a means to give them at 
me ol — — — 

ght 3 FOEe a = 3 
not (J bid. p. 165, 166, 167. 

in 


20 Ibid, p. 43. 57. 154. 163. 168. 198. 118, 119. 
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xxxviii The PREFACE. 
leaſt ſome Diſtruſt of themſelves, aud to bring them 
back.to a more impartial Search after that much 
deſpiſed Authority of ſome over others, which 
alone can adminiſter a Remedy to this Evil. For 
certainly if there be no Medium between Popifſh 
Tyranny and Slavery on the one hand, and an 
unreſtrained Licentiouſneſs on the other; ov 
(which is the ſame thing) if the Goſpel allows of 
none; the State of Chriſtianity is very much to be 
Tamented ; God will not be, as he has declared him- 
ſelf to be, the Author of Peace, but the Author 
of Confuſion ; nor will the Church of Chriſt agree 
with'thoſe orderly and economical Repreſentations 
by which it ij deſcribed to us in the Holy Scriptures. 


By this time I think it is but too manifeſt what was 
the true Deſign of the Biſhop of Bangor's Sermon 
and Preſervative; or if there be any who can yet 
doubt, they muſt ſcek Satisfaction from ſome other 
hand; for to me this part of the Controverſy ſeems 
fo fully determined, that I ſhall never trouble my ſelf 
any farther abqut it. I have ſaid thus much now 
in order to . poſſeſs the Reader with a' juſt Senſe of 
the Importance of the Debate that is likely to enſue. 
To ſhew him that the Diſpute is not concerning any 
nice Points of Speculation, about which Chriſtians 
may ſafely differ among themſelves, but about a 
matter which muſt neceſſarily affect the Peace and 
good Order of the Church. The Cauſe is manifeſt- 
ly to be pleaded over again between the Church'vf 
England and Independency, only) with this diffe- 
rence, that whereas the Debate was formerly nſed 
to be managed by the Church of England againſt 
avowed Separatiſts, or the Enemies of all Religion 
(who delight, at every turn, to throw in ſomething, 
a Bone of Contention among 8) it is now to be 

managed 
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managed by the Church of England againſt ſome of 
her own Communion, yea, what is more, againſt 
ſome of her own Miniſters, with a Bishop of her 
own at the Head of them. This is au unhappy Cir- 
cumſtance I confeſs —— But fince it muſt be ſo, I 
may venture to promiſe it will be ſo, being well aſſu- 
red that among ſo man) Learned and Judicious 
Divines which now adoru our Church, there will 
not be wanting thoſe who will exert themſelves in 
a Cauſe upon which Her Safety, and by conſequence 
the Honour of Jeſus Chriſt, and his moſt Holy 
Religion does jo much depend. 


I have run this Preface out farther than I ex- 
pected; and to a Size, I fear, very diſproportionate 
to the Treatiſe which it introduces. But if the 
Reader has met with any thing in it which he thinks 
worthy his Obſervation, he will not be diſpleaſed that 
I have detained him ſo long; for to deal ingenuouſly 
with him, tis more than 1 dare promiſe he will find 
in the Book irfelf, 
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OF T H E 
Remarks en SINCERITY, Sc: 
CHAP: L 


Containing ſo ome Obſervations upon his Loraſhiy 55 b 
general C enſ: ure of that Book. 


N the Lord Biſhop of Bangor's Anſwer to 
the Dean of Chicheſter?s Vi Zalication of the 
Nn aud Teſt Acts, Chap. 2. Sef. 8. 

I find this Account given by his 

FAY: of my Remarks upon a Poſition of his 

concerning Religious Sincerity, viz. That therein I 

have beſtowed a great deal of Severity and Satyr 
upon an incidental Sentence of his; the grammatical 

Senſe of which I have greatly miſtaken, and from 
the real meaning of F which I cannot ſuffer my ſelf 

to differ one Hair's Breadth. A few Obſervations 

upon theſe words, will ſerve as a very proper 

V ana to what is to follow afterwards. 
1 
Firſt. His Lordfhip, you ſee, is pleaſed to call 
that Pofition of his upon which I have remarked: 
an incidental Sentence; at which I muſt confeſs I 
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HE 416 
aff very much ſurprized. For an Incidental Sena 
tence, in the Language of every body, ſigniſies 


a Sentence which 1s brought into any Diſcourſe 
by Accident ; or, in other words, a Sentence 
which has no immediate Relation to the main Point 


under Conſideration. Now then either his Lord- 
ſhip muſt allow us to ſay, that al he has ſaid 
about Sincerity is incidental, or, he muſt not pre- 
tend that this Sentence is incidental. If the Rea- 


der has his Lordſhip's Preſervative at Hand, I de- 
ſire he would turn to p. 85. There he will find it 


laid down in general, that the thing which juſti- 
fied the Proteſtants in their Separation from the 


Church of Rome, was their being perſwaded in their 


own Conſciences that the Popiſh Dofrines and Wor- 


ſhip were corrupt. At p. 86. this Doctrine is ap- 


plyed to the Caſe of Papiſts and Nonjurors; 
There alſo it is declared to be à certain Rule to 
go by in all like caſes, and conſequently that as 
the Private perſwaſion of the Nonjurors will juſti- 


fy them in their Separation from the Papiſts, ſo 


the Private Perſwafions of any. other Chriſtians 
will juſtify them in their Separation from' the 
Nonjurors. Thus far therefore his Lordſhip had 
been teaching in effect, that a Man's Private Per- 


ſwaſion will juſtify him in the Choice of any 


Communion, be it in its own Nature what it 
will, Now at p. 89. comes the Demonſtration 
which was brought to prove all this, and which 
by this time, I ſuppoſe, is ſo well known, that I 


need not repeat it. I ſhall only add, that at 
p. 91. his Lordſhip ſums up this whole Diſcourſe 
in one ſingle and general Inference (which is the 
very Propoſition upon which I made my Remarks) 


The Favour of God THERRFORE follows Sincerity 


conſidered as ſuch, and conſequently equally follows 


every equal dgree of Sincerity, 


This 


{lo j} r 


e 


This i is the Truth of the Caſe; and now let 
any unprejudiced Perſon judge between us, 
whether this be an incidental Sentence or not. 
Bur what ſignifies it, perhaps you'll ask, to con- 
ſider this? Why truly not much as to the merits 
_ of the Cauſe. For if his Lordſhip has incident- 
ally ſaid that which in its Conſequences will 
certainly and neceſſarily evacuate all the Laws of 
the Goſpel, conſidered as available to the Salva- 
tion of Men ; his Lordſhip, I think, ought to 
be told of it, and deſired for the future to be 
more careful in what he writes. But that which 
1 Remark this for, is to ſhew you that I have 
not (as his Lordſhip by this Pretencę would in- 
ſinuate that T have) laid greater ſtreſs upon this 
Sentence than he himſelf appears to have laid 
upon it; but. on the contrary, that I choſe it for 
the Subject of my Remarks, as it was a Paſſage 
in Which the whole Subſtance of his Lordfhip's 

Doctrine about Sincerity was briefly comprimized 
and conſequently a Paſſage from whence of al 
others we might the mgſt certainly judge, how 
much his Lordſhip intended to conclude from 
thoſe Arguments which he had made uſe of in 
the foregoing Parts of the Diſcourſe. But were 
it ſo that I had taken that Advantage which it 
appears I have not taken, how en docy 
his Lordſhip complain of it! To ſay a Thing 
happen d by chance, is in ſome ſort offering to ex- 
cuſe it; which can never be canſiſtently done, 
unleſs there be allo an acknowledgment of ſome- 
thing amiſs. But his Lordſhip in effe&; 1 8. 
that in this Sentence there is nothing am WE 

tells me, that I haye put a wrong Con IE 
upon his words, and ſends me back to my Gram- 
mar to find out the right One. To * os now 
after this, that it is an Incident al Sentence, a 
winyate from hence that I have treated it wit 


Y 2 mare 


[ 4 ] 
wore ſeverity than I ought, can ſexve to no pur- 
poſe ; unleſs his Lordſhip had a mind to ſet forth 
his own Abilities, by ſhewing that even the moſt. 
careleſs Paſſages in his Books, are ſuch as will 
ſtand their ground againſt the ſevere? and moſt 
critical Examination. © C 
But I muſt not pretend to take this amiſs from 
his Lordſhip, ſince he has treated a much great- 
er Man than my ſelf after the ſame manner; J 
mean the Reverend the Dean of Chicheſter, who 
is charged with (a) Popular Addreſs, becauſe in 
the Title Page of his Book he has undertaken to 
_ write a Vindication of the Corporation and Teſt 
Acts, in Auſwer to HIS Reaſons for the Repeal 
theſe As. His Lordſhip has ſo mortal an Ayer- 
fion to Popularity, that I queſtion not but that he 
laoks upon the leaſt ſtep towards it to be crimi- 
nal, eſpecially in the Dean; and thus far I am 
willing to agree with him, that to do a Thing 
merely for the ſake of Popular Applauſe, is beneath 
a Man of Senſe, as the endeavouring to com- 
paſs it by baſe and little Arts is unworthy a 
Man of Honeſty. Now if it be of any concern 
ra the Publick, whether the Corporation and Teſi 
Acts be Repealed or not Repealed, the Dean I 
truſt may be thought to have had this at heart, 
when he wrote his Vindication, and conſequently 
he will be acquitted of the Charge of affecting 
Popularity on the firſt Score. And how he can 
be charged with it on the other Account, it 
would, I believe, puzzle the moſt cunning Man 
upon Earth, except his Lordſhip, to find out. 
For what? Has the Dean attempted to make 
himſelf Popular at his Lordſhips expence ? Has 
he written a Vindication of the Corporation and 


—— 


—— 


w wo hy. * _ * _—_ 


(e) &nſwer to the Dean of Chicheſter, p. 3. a 
V : | Tet 
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Jef As, in Auſwer ta his Lordſhip's Reaſons far 
the Repeal of thoſe Acts, which Reaſons his 
Lordſhip never ou. ? Why no. His Lordſhip has 
given Reaſons for pl 1 theſe Acts; but the 
Caſe is this, which all who are too much prejudiced 
to read on both Sides will not be led to judge, viz. 
That theſe Reaſons are only a FEW WORDS ACCIDEN= 
TALLY DRQPT in the Body of another large Debate. 
Very good; and his Lordſhi ip ſhould have 
been forgiven this Miſchance, it he would have 
retracted theſe Reaſons ; but ſo far is it from this, 
that this Plea ſtands in the Front of another 
large Debate, wherein his Lordſhip ex profeſſo, 
and with all his might labours to juſiih theſe 
Reaſous ! Way ever any thing in the World ſo 
pleaſant as this! His Lordſhip ſeems to be of 
Opinion, that tis wrong to Animadvert upon 
any Thing that HE ſays, unleſs he thinks fit to 
write a great Book about it! Let his Notions be 
never ſo falſe in themſelyes; let them end in the 
Ruin of Chriſtianity or of Civil Government, or 
5 of both; yet if he does not draw them forth in 
rn their full length by a Treatiſe on purpole, but 
eZ I drops them in few words here and there, as it 
: 1 were by accident, in the Body of ſome other 
rt, large Debate, all is well on his Lordſhip's Side, 
tly and 'tis as much as a Man's Reputation is worth 
ng to go about to meddle with him! If his Lord- 
-an I ſhip can make it out very plainly by what right 
it He claims ſuch a Priviledge as this, I make no 
[an doubt but he will find his Account in it. But 
ut: if not, all this will appear to be only a kind En- 
ike deavour to load an Adverſary with more than 
Jas falls to his ſhare; and then I ſuppoſe it will 
very quickly be ſeen who it is that aſfects Po- 
putarivy. 

beg the Deau's pardon that I have intruded 
thus far 1 into * Province; The Caſe i 1s ſo exact 
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1 
iy parallel to mine, that. I could not forbear tak: 
ing this Notice of it; And I muſt needs ac- 
knowledge that tis ſome ſmall comfort to me to 
find, that I am the leaſt of thoſe whom his Lord 
ſhip has thought fit to deal with in this trifling 
manner. But I muſt proceed no farther upan 
this Point, for fear of giving his Lordſhip farther 
Diſpleaſure. For when all is done, this may be 


ſaid to be an Incidental Sentence aß well as the 
other, and I may expect to be told of it if 1 
ſhould handle it too roughly. Wherefore 


Secondly. This Sentence (whether incidental or 


not incidental, for I care not now which you call 
it; this Sentence J ſay) it feems I have not right- 


ly underſtgod. The grammatical Senſe of it I have 
greatly miſtaken, and from the real meaning of it 1 
cannot ſuffer my ſelf to differ one Hairs breadth, 


Now if by the real meauing of this Sentence his 


Lordſhip underſtands that which ns really meant 
by this Sentence; I anſwer, that I am not atall 
concerned to inquire whether I differ from it, or 


differ from it not. A Man's meaning is to bel 
judged of from what he ſays; and therefore if 


his Lordſhip has ſaid one Thing and meant ano- 
ther, the Conſequence of that muſt lye upon 
himſelf, and not upon me. The only thing 
therefore to be conſidered is, whether I have, as 
his Lordſhip ſays, miſtaken the Grammatical Senſe 
of this Sentence, i. e. Whether I have affixed 
any other Senſe to this Sentence, than what the 
words according to the moſt plain and obyious 


conſtruction do naturally import. This I fay is 


the Point, which I ſhall firſt Debate with his 
Lordſhip; and after that I will diſcuſs ſome 
other matters in my Book which have been 
exceptcd againſt, Give me leave anly, before I 
proceed, to make this one Obſervation, v1. 
That his Lordfſbip by alledging that I have wif- 


[7) 


a ge the Senſe of his Poſition, has tacitly own« 


Jed that in the Senſe I have put upon it, it can- 
c not be defended ; which I hope may have ſome 
0 fl weight with thoſe who underſtanding his Lord- 
| ſhip as I have underſtood him, do yet pretend 
to juſtify him in what he has there advanced. 


te. 


— 


CH AT. II. 


onjaining an Anſwer to Mr. Pyle's Excep- 
or tions againſt my Interpretation of his Lord- 


call (hips Poſition. 

] Y Remarks upon Sincerity may be divided 

into three Parts. The Firſt is that in 
vhich I have endeavoured to ſtate the Senſe of 
hat Pofition in his Lordſhip's Preſervative, which 
$ the Subjett of thoſe Remarks, The Second is 
hat wherein I have laid down the Conſequences of 
he Doctrine contained in that Pofition. The 
hird is that in which I have conſidered what 
bundation that Doctrine has in the Nature and 
Reaſon of things. Concerning the Firſt of theſe 
n he Queſtion now is, whether F have ſtated the 
thing ſenſe of that Poſition rightly, i e. according to 
ag he moſt natural and obvious import of the 
ords, or not. His Lordſhip, you ſee, has 
eclared his Opinion on the Negative ſide, tho 
e has not been pleaſed to give any Reaſon for 


vious It, or to tell me whereabouts my Miſtake lies. 
fay is Whether he ever intends to do it I cannot tell; 
h his Aut if he does intend it, TI hope to ſpare him 
ſome ſe trouble, by ſhewing that the Words are not 
been irly capable of any other Senſe than that which 
ore + Fave put upon them. And becauſe Mr. Pyle 
1 is 
mi 


[8] 
is the only Petſ6h that has particularly con- | . 
ſider'd what has been offered by me upon 
this Branch of the Controverſy, I ſhall there- i * 
fore be obliged to make him the Principal in I 
this Debate. Only I muſt let this worthy Gen- *| 
tleman know aforchand, that I think it neither n 
needful, nor proper, to perſue him ſtep by ſtep; 
but that 1 ſhall take in his Exceptions as they lie 
in my way, according to that Order and Me- 
thod, which I judge to be moſt convenient. 
The Poſition then (if it needs to be repeated) 
is this; The Favour of God follows Sixcxkrrr, 
confidered as ſuch, and conſequently equally Follows 
every equal Degree of SixcRITT. Concerning the 
Senſe of the word Sincerity, I am ſure I ſhall 
have no Diſpute with his Lordſhip or his Friends. 
Mr. Pyle can tell me with a ſheer, that I have (6) 
acknowleged his Lordſhip's Definition to be very 
ni? And ſince this Gentleman ſets out upon 
the merry Pin, I'll give him leave to laugh at 
me once more, by telling him that perhaps | 
was a little too haſty in main 515 ackhow- 
ledement. Sincerity, according to his Lordſhip, is 
(as J ſaid) when a Man follows the Dictates of 
his own Conſcience or Underſtanding, after 
having made uſe of the beſt means he has; for 
his Information. But Sincerity in common Speecli 
(I think) is uſually oppoſed to Hypocriſy, and 
conſequently implies ho more thah that a Man 
acts according to his real Sentiments, whether he 
has uſed the bes? means for his Information, of 
uſed them ut Mr. Pyle himſelf has uſed the 
word in this Senſe ( Letter p. 28.) where ſpeak- 
ing of St. Paul, who declared he had lived in al 
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Circumſtance or Qualification. 


to ſay, that you will agree with me, i 


| | b. 9 j 

goodConſriente ; he declates the meaning of it to bei 
that. he was SINCERE, or void of DOUBLE DEALING. 
However, I do not in the leaſt repent me of 
this Conceſſion. The World was even then well 
nigh tir'd cut with this Controverſy, and I 
was therefore willing to make my part in it 
as ſhort-as'I could. Wherefore ſeeing his Lord- 
ſhip had ſo: plainly told us what us meant by 
Sincerity, and ſeeing every Man has a tight ro 
uſe words in what Senſe he pleaſes, provided be 
takes cate to acquaint! his Leader how he uſes 
them: I thought it better to follow his Lordſhip 
in his own way, than to ſtand cavilling with Hin 

about his Definition ; upon which Account 1 
did not ſo exactly conſider whether it was right, 
or whether it was wrong. If his Lordſhip there- 
fore will pardon the Injury, 1 will once more 
leave this matter as I ſind it, and proceed to the 
words confidered as ſuch. Now by Sincetity conſt - 
derzd as ſuch, (I ſaid) his Lordſhip means Since- 
rity of it ſelf, or Sincerity alone; and Mr. File 
is ſo kind as to (c) agree with me in this, if by tbe. 


Phraſes or Ir SELF and ALONE I mean If? 


Why do you doubt; Sir? my words ate plain, 
if you are hut willing to underſtand. By Since- 
rity of it ſelf, or alone, I mean, and can mean 
nothing elſe than Sincerity, without any other 
And this is what 
his Lordſhip means by Sinceriry as ſuch, or he 
means nothing. Tis ridiculous therefore in you 
by Sincerity 
alone, I mean Sincerity without the Obſervance of 
any thing claimed by the Authority. of other Men as 
neceſſary to Juſtification. For Sincerity Withour. 


any other ns 2g excludes every thing * 
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tan conceive, as well as thoſe Things, the obſer- 
vance whereof is claimed by the Authority of Men. 
But what does his Lordſhip mean, when he ſays, 
That the Favour of God follows Sincerity ? 
Why this too I have explained, and ſhown it from 
his Lordſhip's own expreſs words, to be, that 
Sincerity gives a Man a Right or Title to God's 
Favour. This left no room for Heſitation, and 
therefote I have Mr. Pyle conſenting to it freely, 
and in as full Terms as J could wiſh. This, ſays 
he, (d) is true in all that Latitude wherein MaN 
can be underſtood to have any CLaim or TTL 
upon Gop, either with reſpect to the Reaſon of 
Things, or to any expreſs Promiſe from Gd. 

Thus far therefore Mr. Pyle himſelf could ſee 
that (e) there would be but very little difference be- 
tween us, I will venture to ſay, that thus far 
there poſſibly can be no difference between us up- 
on any juſt and reaſonable Ground. The only 
Diſpute, ſo far as I can perceive, will lie in this, 
viz, What is the true import of theſe Words, 
equally follows every equal Degree of Sincerity. Now 
for the clearing up of this Point in my Remarks, 
I offered it to be confidered, that in Sincerity 
there are no Degrees, Hereupon Mr. Pyle very 
gravely asks: () Does the Gentleman mean no 
Degrees of one Man's Sincerity above that of ano- 
ther ; or no Degrees of it in one and the ſame Man 
at different times ? or does he intend to be under- 
ftood as denying it in both Inſtances ? But why 
all this Queſtioning again ? Every one ſees, that 
when I ſay that there are no Degrees in Sincer ity, 
I mean (what only can be meant) that Sincerity is 
one, ffmple, indiviſible Thing, which admits of 
neithet more nor Heſs, and conſequently that I mu? 


* — ey i... A. 


(% wid. (e) Ibid, (F) Ibid. 


be 
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be underſtood as denying that there are Degrees of 
 _ 8 Sincerity in ALL Inſtances where Sincerity comes 
under Conſideration. But this, that there are 
en. no degrees of Sincerity, I did not ſet down as 
VS> (0 his Lordſbip's meaning; i. e. as if his Lordſhip 
y-? Wl had ſuppoſed, that there were no Degrees in Since- 
on ¶ rity, as Mr. Pyle very idly. and extravagantly 
hat ſuggeſts; No; but I offered it (in direct oppoſiti- 
ds iN on to his Lordſhip, who ſuppoſed the contrary) as 
and that which neceſſarily reſulted from the very No- 
tion of Sixcerity, which being (according to his 
a/s ¶ own Definition) then, and then only, when a 
LaN man uſes his BesT Endeavours, it muſt therefore 
TLE BN lie in an indiviſible Point, and con{equently be 
either wholly or not at al, And this I did, that 
I might at once ſhew the true and full Extent of 
his Lordſhip's Principle, which being, that all 
be- Perſons equally fincere, are entitled to God's Fa- 
far © vour; it muſt therefore (if there be no Degrees of 
up Sincerity) be affirmed abſolutely, that Art Sincere 

Perſons are equally intitled to God's Favour, 

I know not whether it will be worth my 
rds, ¶ while to conſider this Point over again ; becauſe 
upon ſuppoſition that Sincerity will admit af 
rks, ¶ Degrees, his Lordſhip's Principle will be liable to 
erit) ¶ the very ſame Objections, as I ſhall ſhew you by 
very by. However, becauſe Mr. Pyle has been very 
elaborate upon this Argument, that he may nat 
grow too big in his Triumphs, I will briefly re- 
ply to tis grand Objection, which is this, viz, 
(% That the word Besr is aft- times uſed in a Re- 
lative or Comparative Senſe, That Sincerity can- 
not imply the doing EYERY THING, and uſing EveERY 
MEANS that comes pit hin the ſtrict poſſibility of a 
Maz's Pqwer, becauſe if it does, no Man perhaps 


0e Ibid. p. 5. (0 Ibid. 5. 5, 6. - 
: DB © 2 ditber 


1 12] 
either is, or ever was Sincere. Conſequently | 
that the Biſhop in defining Sincerity by a 
Man's uſing his zESr Endeavours, cannot be ſup po- 
ſed to have uſed that Phraſe in that Rigid and Un- 
limited Signification—— Thus in effect, Mr. 
Pyle, But to what purpoſe, or for whoſe uſe is 
this? For mine? I haye no occaſion for ſuch 
Inſtructions; I never was ſo Abſurd as to imagine 
that Sincerity does imply the doing every Thing, 
and uſing every means that comes within the grid 
poſſibility of a Man's Power. I never ſuppoſed 
that by a Man's ing his ztsT endeavours his 
Lordſhip meant any Thing elſe, or that any 
Thing elſe can in ſound Senſe be meant, than a 
Man's uſing all thoſe means which either do, ar 
may appear ta him to be reafonable and fitting. 
And therefore if this be what Mr. Pyle would 
have when he ſays, (i) That by God's requiring 4 
Man's utmoſt Endeavours in the uſe of all proper 
Means, is meant nothing more than his requiring of 
him all thoſe Things or Means which the Perſon 
knows and feels to be plain and eaſy for him to un- 
derſtand, and are fairly within the compaſs of his 
Power and Faculties to attain If this, I ſay, be 
what he intends by #his and ſome other ſuch like 
looſe and undeterminate Sentences, by which he 
has deſcribed to us the Nature of Sincerity, | 
ſhall have no Difference with him on this Account 
But what will he get by all this? Let him try if 
he pleaſes, and ſee whether this Notion of Sin- 
cerity will not exclude Degrees, as much as if it 
were ſuppoſed to conſiſt in doing every Thing 
that comes within the ſtrict poſſibility of aMan) 
Power, To me it isas plain as any Thing can 
be that it does. For if Sincerity conſiſts in a 
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Man's uſing 411 thoſe Means which do or may 
appear to him to be reaſonable and fitting, it is 
evident that he who falls ſhort of this, is not at all 
Sincere. - Suppoſe then that he has gone thus far; 
Can he go any farther? Can he? Yes, without 
doubt, in the Notion of ſtrict poſſibility, he can; 
But in the way of good Senſe and Reaſon he can- 
not. He may do more, but he cannot be more 
Siucere; For to do more than what is reaſonable 
and fitting, is not Sincerity but Folly. There can 
be no Queſtion but that Mr. Pyle might, if he 


pleaſed, travel into France or 1taly, and learn 


the Doctrines of Popery from the Mouths of ſome 


of the moſt celebrated Profeſſors. But ſhould he 


Attempt this notwithſtanding, upon the moſt 
mature deliberation with himſelf, he was fully 


convinced that he might as well ſatisfy himſelf 


about thoſe Doctrines by their Myitings at home, 
he might applaud his own Induſtry if he would, 
but for my own part I ſhould think that his time 
might be much better employed. 

1; Mr. Pyle will be pleaſed to conſider of this, 
he may ſee perhaps at the laſt, that I am not ſo 
much out of the way in affirming, that there are 


no Degrees in Sincerity. Nor let me be any more 


told that (æ) there are Degrees of AcTtiviry aud 
IxDusTRY in the uſe of means and opportunities of 
Knowledge. As yet I have Senſe enough left to 
ſee that this is true, and at the ſame time to diſ- 
cover that it is nothing at all to the Purpoſe. If 
indeed any Degree of Induſtry and Activity were 
Sincerity (i. e. it Induſtry and Sincerity were all one) 
then I grant, zhat -Sincerity muſt have D-grees. 


But forasmuch as this is not the Cafe, but 
Sincerity , even according ro Mr. PTL ES 


own Notion (if he has any determinate No- 
tion at all about it) then only is, when a Man 
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is arrived to the laſt and higheſt Degree of Indu- 
ſtry, which it is reaſonable and fitting for a Man to 
uſe ; let him conſider, I ſay, once more of what 
I have ſaid, and make out his Degrees as well as 
he can—— But enough, and too much upon a 
Point which does not enter into the Eſſence of 
the Debate. For, as I obſerved juſt now, 


which way ſoever the Caſe be determined, his 


Lordſhip's Principle will be liable to the ſame 
Objections. The main Fault I find with it (as 
every one knows) is, that it makes God, in di- 
ſpenſing his Favours, to haye no regard to any 
Thing but the Sincerity of Mens Hearts; which if 
it be true, will be equally ſo, whether Sincerity has 
Degrees, or whether it has none. 
To ſet this Matter aſide, therefore; and to 
come to ſomething which Mr. Pyle ſeems to be 
not a little angry that he did not hear of before, 
He tells his Friend, That (I) the next Thing na- 
eurally to have been expected from me, in order to 
have compleatly ſtated the Senſe of his Lordſhip's 
Propofition, was to have defined what is meat by the 
Favour of God, and what by its following Sinceri- 
ty EQually. And here he charges me with great 
Refervedneſs and Secrecy, in not opening at firſt 
Entrance the plain and fimple Meaning of theſe 
Words, but bringing it in as Turns ſbould ſerve, for 
the ſake of I know not what, After-game which 
I had to play, and of drawing certain Concluſir 
ons and deadly Inferences from ſtreuuous Premiſes, 
Now I beſeech you, Sir, by the love of Truth, 
to hear me with ſome Patience. I do freely an 
ingenuoufly confeſs, That I have neither at = 
Entrance, nor any where in my Bogk, ſet my ſelf 
profeſſedly to explain theſe Phraſes; but from the 
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had no ſuch Plots and Contrivances in my head 


2 as you are pleaſed to fancy, nor was there any. 
x | other Reaſon for my omitting this, but only 
73 that I could not in the leaſt ſuſpe& that theſe 
is Phraſes needed any explication. By the Favour 


je il of | God, every one underſtands (if indeed any 
1s | words there be by which it can be made plainer) 
ji- | the good Wil, or Approbation of God, together 
1 with all thoſe Benefits, or Bleſſings, which he be- 
ic ſtouvs in conſequence of that Approbation; and 
as Mr. Pyle was ſo very ſenſible of this, that al- 

though he has found Fault with.me for not ex- 
to | plaining this word, yet he himſelf has not ſo 
be much as once explained it, but - proceeded all 
re. along in his Argument «poz this Notion, as if it 
a- | was (as indeed it was by me) taken for granted. 
10 Thus far therefore I ſhould hope I may be ex- 
ip's cuſed in this Omiſſion; and as to the Phraſe 
the | of equally following every equal Degree of Sinceri- 
ris 1, Mr. Pyle may wrangle about it if he pleaſes, 
a+ but I am confident that there is no Man of 
Common Senſe, who upon the very firſt reading 
of it would not underſtand the Meaning of it to 


ſo much the more he is in God's Favour. Now 
fince, as I have ſhown, by following Sincerity, 


your of God attended upon Sincerity, but that 
Sincerity gave a Man a Right or Title to God's 
Favour ; ſince likewiſe, as has been ſhown, Sin- 
cerity admits of zo Degrees, but muſt be every 


| plain, as I have laid it down in my Remarks, that 
— according to his Lordſhip ALL ſincere Perſons, 
If. e. all thoſe who uſe their utmoſt endeavours to in- 
tom form themſelves rightly, and act according to the best 

I their Judgments, have a right to an vA 


bottom of my Heart I do aſſure you, That 1 


be, that by how much the more Sincere a Man is, by 


his Lordſhip did not barely mean that the Fa- 


where equally or not at all; the Conſequence is 
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Snars or Dicnnr 4 the Favour of God. This 
I ſay, is ſo clearly the Caſe, that as I then 
thought that there was no need for me particu- 
larly to explain what his Lordſhip meant by 
equally following every equal Degree of Sincerity : 
So I zow think I might, without any Prejudice 
to his Lordſhip, paſs over all that Mr. Pyle has 
ſaid to ſhe that T have miſunderſtood this Sen- 
rence ; which indeed is of ſuch a ſott, as I never 
once ſaw drop, till now, from the Pen of any 
Writer who pretends to be a Man of Senſe and 
a Scholar. But becauſe tlie iſſue of the preſent 
Controverſy does pretty much depend avis the 
Senfe of theſe Words, and becauſe Mr. Pyle per- 
haps would grow angry, and tell me once more, 
That much has been written in Vindication of is 
ordſhip's true and confiſtent meaning in theſe Ex- 
preſſions - without the leaf? ſhadow of à candid 
and rational Reply; T will, I mut, ſubmit to the 
drudgery of Examining it; and accordingly I pre- 
ſent to my Patient Reader, the whole Paſlage in- 
tire, which is as follows. = 
Had it never at all been ſhown, that by equally 
following is naturally to be underſtood proportio-| 
nably following the ſeveral Degrees of Sincerity, 
fo as to reward Sincere Men not all wich equal 
Happineſs, but with Happineſs ſuited and propor- 
tioned to the ſeveral Mere? of of Virtuous Qualifi- 
cations and Perfections Men are endowed with h 
th Honeft and Sincere uſe of the different Degrees 
ef Light and Knowledge they have enjoyed: That 
Sincerit) is rewarded as ſuch, by its being made the 
only, but ſure ground of Mens being accepted at 
all, and becoming proper Subjects of a Reward; 
and yet that the fevcral Degrees of Rewards them- 
ſelves, ſtill depended upon the 1 5 ent Ad vance- 
ments of Men iu the uſe of the different Number lo 


of Talents committed to them; That in arceptii 
| the 


* 
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the Sincerity of all Meu without diſtinction, as the ; 
Qualification for a juſt and merciful Reward, Got 


atts uniformly, conſtantly, and invariably agreeably 
to the Perfections of his own Nature, to the ſtricter 


Relation it has to our Nature, and to the Nature of 


Things; but in beſtowing on Men ſeveral different 
Degrees of Light, Advantages. and Abilities, 
and in differently rewarding the different and pro- 


Portionate improvements of theſe, God does in the 
proper Senſe what he will with his own, ſo that 


equal Sincerity is by him equally rewarded, when in 
it ſelf confidered, and where nothing elle intervenes 
to heighten or leſſeu the Reward : It being conſiſtent- 
ly allowed that greater or leſs Qualifications going 
along with equal Degrees of Sincerity, may entitle 
Perſons equally Sincere, to different Rewards, in 
which caſe not the Sincerity merely, but the Qualifi- 
cations render one capable of, aud proper for greater 
Happineſs than another, and yet ſtill equal Sinceri- 
ty zs as ſuch, or cæteris paribus, equally reſpected 
and rewarded : That this is the mos? natural Con- 
ſtruftion of the Biſhop's Expreſſions, and ſo conſiſtent 
with the Tenor of Scripture, and eſpecially with the 


Famous Parable of the Talents, and the 2d Chap- 


ter to the Romans compared together, that to ima- 
gine my Lord could intend any other, were to ima- 
gine him void of all common Underſtanding, in re- 
ſpeci to either the way of right Reaſoning or the 
Senſe of Scripture : IT ſay, Sir, had nothing of this 
been already done——it would have been very par- 
donable, at leaf much more excuſable, for his Ad- 
verſaries to have imputed the foregoing Sentiments to 
him. But fince it has been done — for IWriters 
ftill to ſtep forth anew, and palm theſe Things 
afreſh upon us, ſeems to beſpeak a Determination to 
Banter, and not to Argue. p. 8, 9, 10. 

So then; we are at laſt got to the end of this 
long-winded Sentence, which contains the whole 
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of Mr. Pyle's Senſe of this Matter; in which he 
has referred to what has afore been ſaid in hrs 


own Book, and in the Writings of others, none 


of which I have by me but the Biſhop's Anſwer 
to the Repreſentation, and Mr. Burnet's firſt Let- 
ter to Mr. Law, in neither of which I can find 
any Thing to the Purpoſe. But not being wil- 
ling to miſtruſt either Mr. Pyle's Judgment or 
Fidelity, I will ſuppoſe that he has here given 
us a compleat Abſtract of all that has been here- 


tofore offered upon this Head, and that this 


Paſſage contains a full Account of what he and 
the reſt of the Biſhop's Friends ſuppoſe to be his 
Lordſhip's true confiſtent Meaning, and of their 
Reaſons for it. All this, I ſay, for quiets ſake 
I am willing to ſuppoſe ; but then there is one 
Thing which very much puzzles me ſtill, and 
that is, to find out the true conſiſtent Meaning of 


this Paſſage. To me, it appears to be a heap of 


words without any conſiſtent Meaning all, ſome 
giving me up all that I would have, and others 
again taking it away. For inſtance. By xQuaLLY 
following, it ſeems, is naturally to be underſtood 
PrRoPokTtIONABLY following the ſeveral Degrees of 
Sincerity 
rally ſignify proportionably ? I hope not. If I 


give to one Labourer two Shillings for one days 


Work, and to another one Shilling for half a 


days Work, I reward them both proportionably, 


but I do not reward them both eqaally. But 
that perhaps which Mr.Py/e would have ſaid (and 
that which he mult ſay, if he has a mind to 
ſpeak Senſe) is this, That by equally following 
EVERY EQUAL DEGREE, 1s naturally to be un- 
derſtood, or naturally implies proportionably fol- 
towing the ſeveral Degrees of Sincerity ; which is 
true, and comes up exactly to what I ſay theſe 
words imply, viz. That by how much the more 
12 75 Sincere 


How Mr. Pyle ! Does equally natu- 


— * 


WP J | 
Sincere a Man is, by ſo much the more he is in 
God's Favour. But what then does he mean by 


adding, So as to reward ſincere Men, not all with 


equal Happineſs, but with Happineſs ſuited and pro- 


portioned to the ſeveral Meaſures of vertuous Qua- 


lifications and Perfections Men are endowed with yy 


the Honeſt and Sincere uſe of the different Degrees 


of Light and Knowledge they have enjoyed? What 
I ſay, does he mean by adding theſe Words, 


which contain a Senſe as directly oppoſite to the 
other as Light is to Darkneſs ? If God propor- 


tions his Favour according to the ſeveral Mea- 


ſures of Virtuous Qualifications and Perfeftiong 


which Men have attained unto by or under Sin- 
cerity, as theſe last words imply; it is not then 
true what is aflerted in the frſt, viz. That he 
proportions his Fayour to the ſeveral Degrees of 
Sincerity; Becauſe upon this ſuppoſition it may 
ſo happen that he who is /zſs Sincere may (upon 
the Account of greater Improvements) be better 
Rewarded than he who is more Sincere. Mr. 
Pyle confeſſes as much. Greater or leſs Qualifica- 
tions going aloug with equal Degrees of Sincerity, 
may entitle Perſons equally Sincere to different Re- 
wards, and this he ſays is confiſtently allowed. 
Conſiſtently ! With what, Sir? Certainly not 
with ſaying that God proportions his Fayour to 
the Degrees of Sincerity ; For this neceſſarily im- 
plies, that where the Sincerity is greater, there 
the Reward will be greater; and where it is 4%, 
there the Reward allo will be /eſs. In this Caſe 


tis the Sincerity merely that muſt make the Dit- 


ference; whereas in the other, you your ſelf ſay, 
That 'tis not the Sincerity merely, but the Qualificas 
tions that render one capable of and proper for grea- 
ter Happineſs than another. Well; But this you'll 
fay is conſiſtent with affirming that ceteris paribus 
God proportions his dah 4 to the ſeveral De- 
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grees of Sincerity ; or that equal Sincerity is 
equally reſpected and rewarded where nothing 
elſe intervenes to heighten or leſſen the Reward. 
Who doubts it! And is this then at laſt what you 
ſay is the mot natural Conſtruction of the Biſhop's 
Expreſſion ! Why ſo it ſeems indeed. But ſurely, 
Sir, it is high time for you to have done J/riting, 
at leaſt, if you can believe that to be the natural 
Conſtruftion of any Sentence, which alters the 
Nature of it, and from an abſolute Aſſertion, 
makes it to become a limited one! To ſay that 
the Favour of God equally follows every equal De- 
gree of Sincerity, 1s one Thing. 
That the Favour of God equally follows every equal 
Degree of Sincerity ceteris paribus, and where 
nothing elſe intervenes, &c. is another. And 
therefore if his Lordſhip had had a mind to have 
been underſtood in this latter Senſe, he ſhould have 
added this Clauſe ; which ſince he has not done, 
I ſee not, for my part, what Right Mr. Pyle has 
to ſuppoſe it, unleſs he has a Privilege (which in- 
deed, by his way of Writing, one would think 
he lays claim to) of making Sentences ſignify 
even juſt what he pleaſes. Mr. Pyle ſeems to 
have been aware of this Objection, and there- 
fore he has taken care to expreſs himſelf in ſuch 
a manner as would induce an unattentive Rea- 
der to believe that his Lordſhip has indeed added 
this Clauſe. His Lordſhip you muſt know has 


made uſe of the Phraſe as ſuch. Now (ſays Mr. 


Pyle) Equal Sincerity is as ſuch, or ceteris paribus 
equally reſpctied and rewarded. As ſuch ok cæteris 
N ! As if theſe two Phraſes were of the 
ame Signification ! But every one that has not 
forgotten his Accidence, muſt know, that ceteris 
paribus ſignifies when all other Reſpects, Circum- 
ſtances or Qualifications are equal. Now if it be 


conſidered that his Lordſhip has, in the former 
| | part 


And to ſay, 


L 1 1 


part of the Sentence, laid it down as a Princi- 
ple, that the Favour of God follows Sincerity 


conſidered as ſuch (i. e. as J have ſhown, Sincerity 
alone, or Sincerity #nattended with any other 


Circumſtance or Qualification) and deduced it 


(N. B.) as a Conſequence from hence, in the latter 


part, that the Favour of God equa/ly follows 
every equal Degree of Sincerity. It this, I ſay, 
be conſidered, it will appear, not only that his 
Lordſhip has not added this Clauſe, but that the 
| Sentence really will not admit of it. The Fa- 
vour of God, ſays his Lordſhip, follows Sincerity 


conſidered as ſuch, anD CONSEQUENTLY —— And 


| conſequently What? Why, ſays Mr. Pyle, and 
e cæteris paribus 2qually follows every 
equal Degree of Sincerity. Which is as much as 
to ſay, That ECAUSE the Favour of God follows 
Sincerity wIrHoUT any other Circumſtance or 
Qualification, THEREFORE IF, or upon Condition 
that, all other Circumſtances or Quali fications BR 
EQUALL, equal Degrees of Sincerity will be at- 


tended with equal Favour. How Jejune, how 


Inſipid is this ! How (m) mighty an Enchantment 
mu this Biſhop of ours, this clear Writer have up- 
on his Pen, if he can draw up an Argument in 
which the Premiſes and the Concluſion bear no 


Proportion or Relation the one to the other! ls | 
not this, Mr. Pyle, making his Lordſhip void of 


all common Underſtauding in reſpect to the way of 


right Reaſoning ? And yet, Sir, this is the very 


Caſe, if your Interpretation be admitted. For 
let me ask once more, What does his Lordſhip 
mean when he ſays, that the Favour of God 
follows Sincerity conſidered as ſuch ? Is it that 
Sincerity is the only Thing which God regards in 
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beſtowing his Favour? If ſo, then the Concluſion 


will contradict the Premiſes; for to ſay that the 


Favour of God cqually follows every equal De- 
gree of Sincerity, then, and then only, when all 
other Circumſtances or Qualifications are equal, 1s 
to ſuppole that Sincerity is net the only Thing 
that God regards in beſtowing his Favour. Or 
does the Biſhop mean barely this, that Sincerity 
is alone ſufficicut to procure, or entitle Men to 
God's Favour? This J am ſure is the leaſt that 
can be meant. But even then the Premiſes and 
the Concluſion will have no Relation to one ano- 
ther. For the Premifes and the Concluſion have 
then no Relation to one another, when the Truth 
of the latter does not at all depend upon the Truth 
of the former. Now that all Perſons equally Sin- 
cere are cæteris paribus, or all other Circumſtances 
being equal, equally or alike in God's Favour, muſt 
be acknowledged, it it were only faid, that 
Sincerity is one among many Qualifications which 
recommend a Man to God's Favour, and conſe- 
quently this can have no dependance upon his 
Lordſhip's Principle, that Sincerity alone is ſuffi- 
cient to procure, or entitle Men to God's Fa- 
vour. 5 5 

The ſhort of the matter is this; That there 
is no way to make his Lordſhip's way of Argu- 
ing jus? and Logical (without running extrava- 
gantly from the plain and obvious Senſe of the 
words) but to ſuppoſe that his Intention was in 
both Parts at the Sentence, to exclude every 
thing beſides Sincerity from having any thing to do 
in procuring the Favour of God. Upon this 
foot indeed all will be eaſy, natural, and ſtrong, 
as you will quickly perceive by making the Ex- 
periment. Try firſt, the Argument forward; 
The Favonr of God follows Sincerity confidered 
23 ſuch, 1. c. Sincerity is the onty thing which 


God 


C1 - 
God regards in beſtowing his Favour. What 


ion ¶ can be more juſt than from hence to infer, that 
the ¶ the Favour of God equally follows every equal De- 
De- oree of Sincerity, how differently Qualified ſoever 
all W in other reſpetts Men may be? Try it again back- 
, is 


ward; The Favour of God equally follows every 
ing Wegual Degree of Sincerity, 1. e. all Perſons equally. 
Or WW Sincere are equally or alike in God's Favour. 
rity What can be more neceſſarily implied under this, 
to ¶ chan that Sincerity is the only thing which God 
that Wegards in beſtowing his Favour ? If Mr. Pyle 
and could have found out any other expedient b 
nO-W which his Lordſhip's Premiſes and his Concluſion 
ave might be brought to io good an Agreement as 
rut h this, it would have been very much to the pur- 
ruth poſe to have mentioned it. Bur this of all other 
Sin-M Things ſeems to have been the leaſt in his 
znces Thoughts. Such was his haſte to make his Lord= 
muſt ſhip ſpeak Truth, that he never confider'd how to 
that make him ſpeak conſiſtently, or whether the Senſe 
hich which he had put upon his words were agree- 
onſe- Mable to that Relation which the ſeveral Parts of 
n hig the Sentence bear to one another; for which ju- 
ſuffi- Ndicious management, how much he deſerves his 
s Fa-Lordſhip's Thanks, I ſhall leave them to agree 
among themſelves —— But what need is there 
for me to perſue this Point any farther, when 
his Lordſhip's /af# Words conſidered by themſelves 
and without any manner of regard had to what 
goes before, are alone ſufficient to bear me out? I 
do inſiſt upon it, and for ever ſhall inſiſt upon 
it in oppoſition to his Lordſhip and all his 
Friends, that to ſay that The Favour of God 
equally follows every equal Degree of Sincerity, can 
imply no leſs than that by how much the more 
Sincere a Man is, by ſo much the more he is in God's 
Favour, That therefore this Sentence of it ſelf, 
and without any thing elſe conſidered with, or ad- 
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ded to it, does effectually and neceſſarily exclude v 
every thing but Sincerity, from having any thing v 
to do in procuring. God's Favour. And that t. 
Mr. Pyle, by adding the Clauſe ceteris paribus if h. 
(which his Lordſhip himſelf never added) haz P 
taken an unjuſtifiable Liberty; ſuch a Liberty w 
as if it were admitted in all like Caſes, ho Word D 
or Sentences could have any fixed and determi- ; 
nate meaning, but muſt depend entirely upon Le 
the Arbitrary Will and Pleaſure of him who un- I an 
dertakes to interpret them. Suppoſe that I ſhould 
any where have affirmed that al/ who acknow- 
ledge King George's Title, and have taken the 
Oaths of Allegiance, &c. are equally Friends to his 
Adminiſtration; No doubt but his Lordſhip and 
thoſe of his Party would accuſe me as having 
aſſerted a notorious Falſehood. But I will main- 
tain this and almoſt any thing elſe, if I may bd 
allowed the ſame Liberty that Mr. Pyle has a] 
lowed himſelf, For when ſuch a Sentence 
comes to be examined, and I find my ſelf at! 
loſs how to defend it, 'tis but clapping in: 
ceteris paribus, and the buſineſs is done. Sine 
how falſe ſoever the Aſſertion may be withoul 
that Clauſe, with it it muſt be certainly and un. 
deniably true. Inſtances of this ſort need not 
be multiplied. Every one ſees that there can be 
no ſuch Thing as diſputing upon the Senſe of 
Paſlage in any Author, if thoſe who engage! 
the Debate may take upon themſelves to put ii 
words which give that Paſſage a Senſe quite diffeſcert 
rent from, and even contrary to, what, as iif u. 
ſtands, it does naturally import. But tho' I tha not! 
complain of Mr. Pyle in point of juſtice, yet I Mot 
cannot but commend him in point of Poliqſ then 
For ſince, as I very plainly perceive, he is fullEupo1 
reſolved that his Lordſhip sha be always i whic 
the right, and all his Opponents for ever in tha N 
wrong 


| kes ] 

ladeW wrong; 'twas certainly his wiſeſt way to endea- 
thing vour, with all ſpeed, to reconcile the World to 
that this and ſome other ſuch like Artifices, which he 
ibu has found it neceſſary, for the carrying of his 
ha Point, to have recourſe to more than once, as 
zertyſl will be ſeen in the ſubſequent Parts of this 
Ford Diſcourſe. TER 18005 
rmi-- ! Upon the whole then I conclude; That his 
upon Lordſhip's Poſition, according to the Natural 
un- and Grammatical Conſtruction of it, implies 
10uldſl what in my Remarks J have ſuppoſed it to imply, 
now- vz. That the Sincerity of a Man's Heart is the 
n the on) Thing which God regards in diſpenſing his 
to hi Favour. And let not Mr. Pyle take it ill to be 
p andi told that, whether he knows it or not, he has 
avingÞll aſſerted the ſame thing expreſly in this very Paſ- 
main ſage upon which I am now remarking. Sizcerity, 
ay bays he, ic the oN GROUND of Mens being ac- 
as al4ſWcepted at all, and becoming proper Subjects of a Re- 
enei ward, i. e. Sincerity is the only Reaſon or Mo- 
f at i ive upon which God accepts and rewards any 
in Man, or, which is the ſame thing, Sincerity is 
Sine the only Thing which in that Caſe God has any 
vit houſſl regard to. Now whereas he adds, that yet, or 
d un notwithſtanding this, the ſeveral Degrees of 
ed noi Rewards themſelves depend upon the different Ad- 
can bi vancements of Men in the uſe of the different Num- 
e of bers of Talents committed to them; in this. he has 
age inflonly farther manifeſted his own inconſiſtency. 
put ii For theſe Advancements, whatever they be, are 
diffe- certainly ſomething diſtinct from Sincerity. Now 
as iii if nothing but Sincerity, or (which 1s all one) 

nothing diſtinf# from Sincerity, is a Reaſon or 


' thus 
, yet I Motive with God to accept or reward any Man, 


Poli then the ſeveral Degrees of Rewards can depend 
is fullſ upon nothing but Sincerity. For certainly that 
vays in hich is not a Reaſon or Motive with God why 
in ths Man ſhould be at all rewarded, can never 
wrong; E 
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1263 
be a Reaſon or Motive with him why he ſhould 
be better rewarded. 

When Mr. Pyle will be pleaſed to write fo 
clearly upon this Point, as that we may certain- 
ly know what he would deny and what he would 
affirm, we ſhall have more Encouragement to 
Debate it farther with him. In the mean 
while, ſince by all that can be gathered from 
what he has ſaid, it appears that he is not able 
to put any other ſound and conſiſtent Senſe 
upon the Biſhop's Words than what I have al- 
ready put upon them, I ſhall look upon my ſelf 
to be thus far juſtified, and proceed to the 
other Parts of his Book. Indeed I am almoſt 


aſhamed that I have ſpent ſo many words upon 


a matter, upon which (had it not been for 
humouring Mr. Pyle) none at all would have 
been neceſſary. But when Men are ſet upon 


wrangling, it is good ſometimes to follow 


them in their own way; and if by what 1 
have now offered this Gentleman ſhould be 
brought to conſider the Caſe with a little 
more Temper and Judgment, I ſhall not think 
my time ill beſtowed ; though, to ſay the 
Truth, 'tis what 1 do not mightily expect 
trom him. 


CHAP 


( 


e ſo 64 
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—y Containing an Anſwer to Mr. Pyle's Excepti- 
nean 975 again the Conſequences drann from 
from is Lordſhip's Poſition. 5 
able] 7 . 
Senſel LIAving thus ſecured the Foundation of my 
e al- Remarks, by ſhewing that I have not miſ- 
y ſelf] taken the Senſe of his Lordſhip's words, we 
the] ſhall be the better able to maintain the Super- 
Imoſt i rufHure which is built upon it; which conſiſts 
uponſot ſeveral Conſequences drawn before by the 
for] Learned Committee, and by me reduced to this 


have general one, viz. That all fincere Perſons, or (for 
upon it is the ſame Thing) all Perſons equally Sincere, 
ollow have equally a Right or Title to God's Favour, i. e. 
hat IM(for this I confeſs was my meaning) have a Right 
d be to an equal Share or Meaſure of God's Favour, 
little whatſoever Method of Religion they follow. If 
think the Reader will turn to page 3. of my Remarks, 
y the he will find thoſe Conſequences ſet down, toge- 
xpe& ther with the Reaſous by which they are ſuppor- 
ted : I think it no more needful to repeat them 
here, than I do to take Notice of thoſe Eighteen 
or Twenty Lines which Mr. Pyle has () written 
about them, which I muſt be contented ro let 
reſt under thoſe Clonds of obſcurity, which 
his Author delights perpetually to wrap him- 
ſelk up in, when he wants ſomething to ſay. 
Every common Reader will underſtand thar 

thoſe Conſequences muſt needs follow from his 
Lordſhip's Poſition, if that general Inference juſt 

now mentioned, in which, according to Mr. 
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[ 28 J 
Pyle's own Confeſſion, I have (o) rightly ſumm d 
them all up, does follow from it. And that it 
does follow from it, I cannot miſtruſt either 
Mr. Pyle's Senſe or Modeſty ſo much as to think 
he will now deny. For indeed, that all fincere 
Perſons have a right to an equal Share or Degree of 
God's Favour (which I have ſhewn to be what 
his Lordſhip's Pofition imports) and that all ſin- 
cere Perſons have a Right to an equal Share or. De- 
gree of God's Favour, whatever Method of Reli- 
gion they follow (which is the general Inference 
drawn by me from that Poſition) are Sentences 
between which there 1s no other Difference than 
this, viz. That the latter is leſs general than, 
and conſequently muſt needs be included under 
the- former. 3 
But this it ſeems is an (9 Abſurdity, never ſo 
much as thought of by his Lordſbip or any of his Ad- 
vocatec. And what is that to me ? If his Lord- 
ſhip and his Advocates cannot underſtand the 
true and neceſſary Conſequences of their own 
Doctrines; or if they expreſs themſelves in 
words which carry a different Senſe from what 
they really intend, let them look to it. I have 
nothing to do with Mens Thoughts any farther 
than they appear from their Words, and accor- 
ding to this Rule of judging, I will venture to 
ſay, that I know of one of his Lordſhip's Ad- 
vocates who thought of this Abſurdity, and that is 
Mr. Pyle himſelf, who has aſſerted it in as plain 
Terms as poſſible. Out of many Paſſages which 
might be produced to prove this, I ſhall con- 
tent my ſelf to ſele&t One, which I find drag'd 
in where it has nothing to do; pertinent Mat- 
ter having, as I ſuppoſe, been very ſcarce, or 
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all Sincere Perſons, Chriſtian, Jewiſh, and Hea- 
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in hopes, it may be, that ſtanding thus out of 


the way, it might not be ſo readily taken No- 
tice of on this Occaſion. But it is by much too 
material to be overlooked, and therefore Rea- 


der take it entire as follows. 


| The only Queſtion is, What that Reſpe& or Re- 
lation was in which his Lordſhip is charged to have 
put all Communions upon the level, as zo ſincere 
Men. *Tis agreed upon to be the Favour of God, 
the Juſtification of all ſuch Men before God, or 
the Salvation of Men. And here, Sir, comes in 
the Foundation of all this Miſunderſtanding ; *Tis 


here Mr. Stebbing may pleaſe to ſee the Original of 
his Own, and of the Committee's Miſrepreſentati- 
on. His Lordſhip, moſt evidently, by God's Fa- 


vour, Juſtification, and Salvation, means one 
Thing, while they are determined to mean another. 


Take it in the Biſhop's Senſe, for that general Fa- 


vour of God toward Sincerity, which terminates 


uniformly in ſaving all Sincere Perſons from Con- 


demnation, aud beſtowing on them Rewards pro- 


portionate 0 their ſeveral Qualifications and Ad- 


vancements in Real Religion; and then tis cer- 
tainhj clear, that the Intrinſick Goodneſs of one 
Method above another, does not at all come into 
Confideration; all being thus far juſtified by vertue 
of the mere Sincerity of their Choices. But take 


it in their Senſe, for that Favour and Juſtification 


which terminates in equal Rewards to be given to 
theniſh alike ; and then 'twere an Abſurdity indeed 
to affirm intrinſick Goodneſs to make no Diffe- 
rence, when tis that alone that qualifies one Man 


for being # Subject proper and fit for greater future 
 Glories than another, p. 13.  _ FOOL.» 
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I have recited this Paſſage at large, becauſe I 
would leave Mr. Pyle no room to ſay that T 
haye wrong'd him; and now before I make that 
EE hes my Wal © Ar N 6 * uſe 
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„„ 
uſe of it which I principally intend, I 'wii! beg 
of the Reader to take notice how abſurdly he 
has crowded the very Poznt in Debate, into 
that which he pretends 1s only an Explication of 
the Terms of the Queſtion. By the Favour of 
God and Juſtification, ſays he, the Biſhop means 
THaT Favour of God towards Sincerity which 
terminates in proportionate Rewards, whereas the 
Committee mean THaT Favour which terminates 
in equal Rewards. That Favour which termi- 
nates ! What Stuff is this! Why the very 
| Queſtion, Sir, is where the Favour of God termi- 
nates ; i. e. whether it terminates in equal Rewards 
upon upon al ſincere Perſons whatever Method 
of Religion they follow ! Now it your meaning be 
to ſay, that by the Favour of God the Biſhop 
means that Favour which does Nor terminate 
in equal Rewards upon al ſincere Perſons what- 
ſoe ver Method of Religion they have followed (which 
muſt be the caſe if you mean to ſay any thing 
to the Purpoſe) who ſees not that under the 
Notion of explaining Terms, you directly beg the 
thing that 1s to be proved? To ſay what is 
meant by the Favour of God, is one thing, and 
to ſay where the Favour of God terminates, is 
another. And therefore, Sir, for you under 
the pretence of doing the former, to tell us any 
thing relating to the /atter, is juſt as pertinent 
as it would be if whilſt you are giving a gene- 
ral Deſcription of a Houſe, you ſnodld take upon 
you to ſay, how long or how wide it is Bur 
this by the way. That which I produce this 
Paſſage for, is to ſhew, that Mr. Pyle (by a fata- 
lity not unuſual to him) has in this very Paſſage. 
ewazd that to be the Biſhop's Senſe, which yet he, 
in the ſam? Paſſage, labours to prove is falſly 
charged upon him by the Committee, and my ſelf, 
For pray obſeryre; He declares it to 1 his 

| | ord- 
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Lordſhip's Sence, That the Favour of God termi- 
nates in ſaving all ſincere Perſons from Condemna- 
tion, aud beſtowing upon them Rewards proportio- 
nate to their ſeveral Qualifications and Advance- 


ments in real Religion. By the Advancements of 
Men in real Religion, you are to underſtand thoſe 


virtuous Perfections which they are endowed with 
by the honeſt and ſincere uſe of that Light or Know- 
ledge they have enjoyed. Theſe, together with Sin- 
cerity 1n the Choice of thoſe . Met hods 
of Religion which Men have followed, were, as 
you may remember, afore declared to be the 
Rule or Meaſure according to which God pro- 


ceeds in proportionating the ſeveral Degrees of 


Favour and Happineſs in a Lite to come. Here 
again they are declared to be the Rule and the 
only Rule, in oppoſition to the Method of Religion 
which is expreſly excluded from having any thing 
to do in the Matter. For if it be asked whether 
God, in proportionating his Favours or Rewards 
hereafter, will not regard the Goodneſs of thoſe 
Methods of Religion which Men have followed, 
as well as their Advancements in Real Religion; 
Mr. Pyle anſwers in his own and in the Biſhop's 
Name, It ts certainly clear that the IN TRINSICX 
GoopxkSsS of ove Method above another does not 
AT ALL come into Conſideration. All, ſays he, 


are thus far juſtified by Vertue of the mere Sincerity | 


of their Choices, That is to ſay, If a Man be 
but Sincere in his Choice of that Method of Reli- 
gion which he follows, he and al! ſuch ſhall be fo 
far juſtified, that whether the Methods they have 
followed be good, or whether they be bad, yet 
they ſhall every one of them be Rewarded in a 
Meaſure proportionate to thoſe Degrees of Virtuons 
or Moral Perfections, which they have each of 
them ſeverally attained unto. So that if we 


put the Caſe of tuo Perſons equally advanced in 
| Moral 


"C11 

Moral Honeſty ; the one a Chriſtian, and the other 

no Chriſtian : The Chriſtian. will have nothing 
to plead from his being a Chriſtian ; God will not 
conſider, that the one by having believed in his 
Son, and having been Baptized in his Name, has 
been taken into a Special Covenant with himſelf, 
which the other has not; he will not conſidet 
that the one hath purſued that Method of Religi- 
on which he hath preſcribed, and whereof he ap- 
proves, and that the other hath followed another 
Method which he hath not preſcribed, and whereof 
he doth not approve; all this I ſay will be no Mo- 


tive with God to Reward the one better than he 


rewards the other; no, they are both intitled to 
an equal Reward merely in vertue of their Since- 
rity, and becauſe they are equal Proficients in Mo- 
ral Qualifications. EL, 
This is ſo clearly the Senſe and Tendency of 
what Mr. Pyle has aſſerted in this Paſlage, that 
I ſhall venture to tell him before-hand, that if 
hereafter he ſhall perſiſt in affirming that it was 


never in his Thoughts to ſay, That all fincere Per- 


ſons have equally a Right and Title to God's Favour 
i.e. to equal Degrees of future Happineſs or Re- 
ward, whatſoever Method of Religion they follow ; 
he will hereby very plainly ſhew, either that he 
does not underſtand the meaning of what he 
ſays himſelf, or elſe that he knows not the very 
Senſe of that Queſtion about which we are now 
diſputing. The Queſtion in ſhort is this: Whe- 
ther the Method of Religion which a Man follows 
conſidered as ſuch, or conſidered as it is a Method of 


Religion of this or of that ſort, will make any 


difference as to a Man's Salvation or future Hap- 
pineſs. And if Mr. Pyle has not here affirmed it 
as his own and the Biſhop's Senſe, that it makes 
no difference, it will be impoſſible that it ever 
ſhould be affirmed, ſeeing it is impoſſible that 
any words can be found out by which it can be 

more 
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more clearly and more fully expreſſed. Nor let 
it be objected that this Author declares a little 
after, that it is an Abſurdity to affirm, that the intrin- 
fick Goodneſs of one Method of Religion above 
another makes no difference ; For tho' this, as theſe 
words do really fi ſignify, and as they ought to be 
underſtood, is indeed a flat contradiction; yet 
according as Mr. Pyle underſtands theſe words, 
or in the ſenſe wherein he ſpeaks them, they are 
very reconcileable with that which I now ſay is 
his Opinion in the Cafe. What Mr. Pyle means 
when he ſays, that the intrinſicæ Goodneſs of one 
Method above another does make a difference, we 
may gather from the Reaſon he has given why 
it makes a Difference, which i is this, that it is 
the intrinſick Goodneſs of one Method above ano- 
ther alone, that qualifies oue Man for being a Sub- 
Jeet proper and fit for greater future Glories than a- 


not her. Qualifies? How? Why not conhfũered 


merely as it is a Method of Religion intrinſically bet- 


ter than another. For Mr. Pyle, to be ſure, would 


not ſay, nor indeed do we pretend, that this 
Conſideration is that alone, or the only thing which 
qualifies for greater Glories. The Senſe there- 
fore muſt be this, that the intrinfick Goodneſs of 
one Method of Religion above another makes a 
Difference, becauſe it is this alone that leads to 
greater moral Perfeftions, and ſo qualifies a Man 
for being a Subject proper and fit for greater 
Glories. Now if this be all, it will ſtill be true 
that the intt inſic Goodneſs as ſuch makes no Dif- 
ference. For if oze Method of Religion does 
therefore only qualify tor greater Glories than ano- 
ther, becanſe it leads to greater moral PerfeEbions ; 
tis plain that the reaſon why one Man 1s better 
rewarded than another, muſt ſtill only be, becauſe 


he has greater moral Perfections than another; 
F Whieh 
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which is toſay, that 'tis not the intrinſick Gobd- 
neſs of the Method as ſuch, but the different im- 
provements and advancements under that Method, 
which makes the Difference. | 

Thus then it appears, that according to the 
account which M. Pyle himſelf has given us of the 
matter, there would be no wrong done to the 
Biſhop, if we ſhould ſay that his Deſign was to 
reach, that all ſincere Perſons are entitled to an 
equal Share or Degree of God's Favour, whate- 


ver Method of Religion they follow. And in- 


deed I can ſee no manner of Reaſon to doubt it, 
whether Mr. Py/e will acknowledge it or not. 
Every one knows that the Diſcourſe about the 
availableneſs of Sincerity to the Juſtification of all 
Perſons under different Communions,was that which 
gave occaſion to that Poſition of his Lordſbip, 
upon which I have made my Remarks; and 
how is ir poſſible to ſuppoſe that his Lordſhip 
ſhould not intend to include under his general Rule 
that particular Caſe by which his general Rule was 
introduced ? Beſides, the Biſhop himſelf expreſly 
tells us, (Preſerv. p. 90.) that a Man's Title to 
God's Favour cannot depend upon his actual being 
or continuing in au particular Method of Religion, 
but upon his real Sincerity, &c. And what J pray 
is this, but to ſay, that if a Man be but ſincere, 
whatever Method of Religion he follows, his T1- 
tle to God's Favonr will be the ſame? For if 
it be ſaid either that ſome Methods of Religion 
will not at all entitle a Man to God's Favour, or 
even that «we Method will entitle a Man to a 
greater ſhare of God's Favour than another, it will 
be ridiculous to ſay that a Man's Title to God's 
Favour docs ot depend upon his following any 
particular Method, but upon Sincerity, becaule 
upon either of theſe Suppoſitions it muſt in ſome 
ſort at leaſt depend upon dt h. But, asl have 

often 
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often ſaid, not his Lordſhip's [atentions, but the 
true Conſequences of his Doctrines are the proper 
Subject of my Enquiry: And therefore if his ge- 
neral Principle, according to the plain and obvi- 
ous Conſtruction of it, does imply that all ſincere 
Perſons have a Title to an equal Share or De- 
gree of God's Favour, whatever Method of Re- 
ligion they follow, I have nothing more to doin 
the matter. 

Having in my Remarks :oftified the Conſequen- 
ces of his Lordſhip's Doctrine as ſtated by the 
Committee, my next Buſineſs was to conſi th his 
Lordſhip's Exceptions againlt theſe Conſequences ; 
and in doing this I have very plainly ſhewn in 
one inſtance, that his Lordſhip hath very greatly 
miſtaken the Senſe of the Committee, and in the 
reſt that he hath artfully avoided ſaying that, 
which, would he have ſpoken his mind plainly 
out, he would have found. himſelf under a ne- 
ceſſity of acknowledging. Againſt this part of 
my Book Mr. Py/e has written very particularly; 
but in ſuch a manner, that tis with reluctancy 
I enter upon the examination of it; in which I 
muſt be obliged to lay open ſuch Inſtances of — 
the Reader. will ſee what, as I am ſorry and a- 
ſhamed ſhould ever be tound in a Chriſtian and a 
Clergyman. But foraſmuch as this is neceſſary to- 
wards my own Defence, who am on the other 
hand treated as one who has uſed his Lordſhip very 
unfairly; and becauſe it is proper upon another 
account, that the World ſhould be throughly 
convinced with what fort of Spirit this Author 
writes; I ſhall therefore ſubmir to the ungrate- 
ful Task; and if herein I ſhall ſay ſome things 
(tho' I will take care to ſay as few asI can) which 
are not ſo much tor Mr. He's Advantage, as he 
himſelf muſt needs be ſenſible ; fo 1 hope thoſe 


about us will do me the jaltice to conſider, 


* 


& wh 8 


e 
who 'tis that gave the occaſion for it. To be- 
gin then. 

The fiſt Conſequence mentioned by me as 
charged upon his Lordſhip's Doctrine by the 
Committee, is, that it makes 400 Methods of Relig 
on alike, and puts all Communions upon an equal 
Foot, &c. His Lordſhip's Anſwer to this Charge 
was {et down in his own words, to wit; That 
what he had ſaid about private Perſwafion related to 
the Juſtification of the Man before God, and not to 
the excelleacy of one Communion above another, which 
it leaves juſt as it finds it, and cannot poſſi bly alter. 
Hereupon I obſerved it as a very manifeſt Caſe, 
that his Lordſhip /»ppo/ed the meaning of the 


Committee to be, that he had made all Methods 


of Religion alike, and put all Communions upon 
an equal foot, witH RESPECT TO t0 their real na- 

tural and int ria ic Excellency; whereas indeed 
the Cafe was quite otherwiſe; for that the Com- 

mittee had only {aid that his Lordſhip had put all 
Communions upon an equal Foot, WIrHOur Rtx- 
GARD TO any intrinfick Goodneſs; and had declared 
in expreſs words, that he had made all Methods 
alike (not in reſpeft to their intrinfick Goodneſs, 


but) in feet to SALVATION or the FAvouR of 
Gop. This is the ſubſtance of my Anſwer, which 


the Reader may there find purſued at large, and 
juitified in every particular. And what now ſays 
Mr. Pyle to this? Why in the firſt place, and 
without any Ceremony he charges me with the 


worſt ſort of Impoſture a Writer can be guilty of! 


(„% How, ſays he, ae they (the Committee) 
brought off from this M.,. epreſentation? by by 

tru mpriicg #p0u his Lord vip a falſe Quotation. 
This, Mr. Pyle, is a very heavy Charge, and ac- 
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cording as it appears to be either true or falſe, it 
will appear that either you or I are the moſt a- 
bandon'd of Men. Tis nat fit that the Matter 
ſhould remain long in ſuſpenſe, and to my great 
Comfort I believe that there is not a Reader up- 
on the Earth, either ſo very careleſs, or ſo void 
of Underſtanding, as not inſtantly to ſce on 
whoſe Shoulders the Burden will fall. It ſeems 
this falſe Quotation which I have trumped upon 
his Lordſhip, is a falſe Quotation of the Commit- 
tee's words, i. e. I have made the Biſhop to have 
quoted the Committee falſely. If ſo, then I muſt 
have quoted the Biſhop falſly. But how is this? 
Why thus; I have made him ſay wiITH RESPECT TO, 
inſtead of WITHOUT REGARD TO, f. e. I have made 
the Biſhop cite the Committe? as ſaying (for this is 
what Mr. Pyle means) with reſpect to, inſtead of 
without regard to. Now, ſays Mr. Pyle, I can find 


no ſuch change made by the Biſhop in the 113 page 


of his Lordjhip's Anſwer referred to by Mr. Stebbing. 
The word is as it ſtands in the Committee's Repre- 
ſentation, wirhour, and there is no alteration of it 
into wiTH. This, Reader, is the whole of the 
Caſe, by which you perceive that this Charge of 
Mr. Pyle is every whit as Jak as it is Malicious. 
For the truth is, that I never once quoted the 
Biſhop as having altered the Mords of the Com- 
mittee, but only as having miſtaken the meaning 
of thoſe Words. I do indeed ſay, that what his 
Lordſhip REPRESEN TS the Committee as ſaying, 1s, 
that he hath put all Communions upon an equal Foot 
WITH RESPECT TO their intrinſick Goodneſs. But 
how has he repreſented the Committee as ſaying this? 
Why plainly, not by altering the Words of the 


| Repreſentation, but by what he ſays in Anſwer to 


them, the Scope and Tenor of which is ſuch as 
evidently en that he underſtood the Charge of 
the Committee to be, that he bad pat all Communi- 
0s 
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ons upon an equal Foot with RESPECT TO their in- 
trinfick Goodneſs. If Mr. Pyle will fay that the 
Biſhop did not underſtand the Charge of the 
Committee in this Senſe, he will make him to pre- 
varicate moſt egregiouſly, it being manifeſt that 
the whole of what his Lordſhip hath offered in 
direct Anſwer to that Charge, tends only to 
ſhew that a Man's private Perſwaſion doth not al- 
ter the eſſential Nature, or intrinfick Worth of a- 
ny Communion. Witneſs what he hath ſaid in 
the Paſtage juſt now mentioned, and by me ſet 

down in my Remarks ; witneſs again the famous 
Inftance of Parliamentary Debates applied by the 
Biſhop himſelf, and taken notice of by Mr. Pyle, 
as applicable to this Caſe, in which Inſtance his 
Lordſhip ſays, That a Man's giving his Vote ac- 
cording to his Perſwaſion does not AFFECT the NATURE 
of thiags ; but that notwithſtanding this the ſame 
difference ſtill remains between the two ſides of any 
Oueſtion; and the ſame Excellency of one above a- 
mother, All this is nothing to the purpoſe, if the 
Committee did not charge him with deſtroying the 
intrinſek Worth and Excellency of one Communion 
above another, or (which is all one) of putting 
all Communions upon an equal Foot, with fel 
to their intrinſick Morth and Excellency; and if 
his Lordſhip did not underſtand the Charge of 
the Committee in this Senſe, I ſay that he has 
prevaricated as well as argued impertinently. But 
the Charge of the Committee 15, that he hath put 
all Communions upon an equal Foot, without re- 
garde any intrinſick Goodneſs, and conſequently 
bis Lordſhip muſt have miſtaken the meaning of 

this Charge, unleſs to put all Communions upon 
an cqual Foot wit hot regard to any intrinſicł 

Gooduneſe; and to put all Communions upon an 
equal Foot with reſpect to their intrinfick Good- 
neſs, be one and the ſame thing. Do then theſe 
. WO 
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two different Expreſſions ſignify the ſame thing, 
or do they not? Why yes! Mr. Pyle has the Har- 
dineſs to maintain that they do! For having gi- 

ven over his Trumping (Conſcious, withour 
doubt, that it would never carry him through) 
he preſently lays in for an After-game; and as if 

jt were on purpoſe to let us know that he was 
reſolved to {tick at nothing, ſays, And yet at 
laſt in which ſoever of the two ways you expreſs it, 
I can for my part ſee no poſſible difference in the Seuſe 
as to the preſent Argument. For——now comes 
the Reaſon, ſuch a one as it is ; he that is ſaid 
to put all Communions upon the Level, wirnour 
RrGarD ro any intrinfick Goodneſs, may mean no 
more than this; that intrinſick Goodneſs does not at 


all come into the conſideration of that Relation, 


wherein tis affirmed they are equal; and can mean 
uo leſs than that twere the ſame thing as to ſuch 
Relation, whether there were any intrinfick Goodneſs 
of one above the other. And he that is ſaid to put 
all Communions upon an equal Foot, WITH RESPECT 
TO intrinfick Goodneſs, cannot be ſaid to mean any 
otherwiſe than that intrinſfick Goodneſs can make uo 
difference as to THAT, wherein he affirms they are up- 
on an equal Foot, which my Logick tells me, are one 
and the ſame thing. Now Mr. Pyle is crept in- 
to the dark, and thinks himſelf as ſafe as may be. 
But alas! the Truth is viſible amidſt all this 
Obſcurity ; even Reams of Nonſenſe will not be 
able to deface it. The difference manifeſtly is as 
I have ſtatcd it in my Remarks, viz. That whereas 
to ſay, that all Communions are upon an equal 
Foot, with reſp:& to their intiinfick Goodneſs, is to 
ſay that the intrinſick Goodneſs of all Communi- 


ons is the ſame, or that there is no difference be- 


tween the intrinfick Goodneſs of one Communion, 
and the intrinfick Goodneſs of aucther ; to ſay that 
| all 
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all Communions are put upon an equal Foot, 
without regard to any intrinſick Goodneſs, on the 
contrary ſuppoſes that there 5 a difference be- 


tween the intrinfick Goodneſs of one Communion; 
and the intrinſick Goodneſs of another, and is only 
ro affirm that with reſpect to ſome thing elſe (which 
in the preſent Cale is Salvation or the Favour of 
God) all Communions are put upon an equal 
Foot, without regarding or conſidering that Diffe- 
rence. This is the Truth of the Caſe; and if 
Mr. Pyle cannot ſee it, 1t will be the Buſineſs of 
his Phy/iciaz to try to help him, and not mine. 
Butit is plain that he himſelf cannot make any 
thing elſe of it. For, pray attend a little; He 
ſays in the Paſſage juſt now ſet down, that to af- 
firm that all Communious are put upon an equal 
Foot, or upon the Level, wITHOUT REGARD TO ANY 
intrinſick Goodaeſs, means neither more nor leſs than 
this, viz, That it is made to be the ſame thing as 
to that Reſpect or Relation, wherein tis affirmed that 
they are Equal, or upon the Level, whether there 
Were any iatrinfick Goodneſs of one above another or 
no. Now ſince that Reſpeff or Relation in which 
his Lordſhip is charged by the Committee, to have 
put all Communions upon an equal Foot, is as 1 
have ſhewn, and as Mr. Pyle himſelf grants in the 
very next Page, Salvation, and the Favour of God; 
"tis evident then that according to Mr. Pyle's own 
Account, the meaning of the Charge of the Com- 
mittee is neither more nor leſs than this, viz. 
That according to his Lordſhip it is the ſame 
thing as to Salvation, and the Favour of God, whe- 
ther there were any intrinſick Goodaeſs of one Commu- 
nion above another or no; which is the very thing 
that I ſav was meant by the Committee, Well 
then; is there no difference between ſaying this, 
and ſaying that all Communions are upon an equal 
Foot witu RESPECT TO their intrinſickł Goodneſs “ 


Why 
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Why no; Mr. Pyl:'s qgick telle him that they are 
ove and the ſame thing. For it ſeems he who ſays 
this cannot mean any otherwiſe than that in trinſic 2 


Goodneſs, can make no difference as to THAT, wherein 


he affirms they are upon an equal Foot, Can-- 
hot mean any otherwiſe! But I ſay, Sir, thar 
if he means to ſpeak Senſe, he cannot but mean 
otherwiſe ; for the [ntrin/ick Goodneſs is now it 
ſelf that very Reſpett or Relation in which all Com= 
munions are affirmed to be pon an equal Foot 
and conſequently the Intrinſick Goodneſs cannot 
be ſaid to make no difference us to that in which 
they are affirmed to be upon an equal Foot, For this 
were to {ay that the Intrinfick Goodneſs of any Coma 
munion can make no Difference as to the Intrinfick 
Goodueſs of any Communion, which how agreea- 
ble, Sir, ſoever it may be to your Logick, I am 
ſure is not agreeable to common Senſe. But 
I ſhall diſpute no longer upon the Difference & 
theſe two Expreſſions, which indeed is ſo plain 
of itſelf, that it is not poſſible by any thing that 
can be ſaid to make it plainer. We may even 
grant to Mr. Pyle that they are the ſame, and 
with pleaſure obſerve, how unfortunately he has 
changed Sides, and left the Biſhop and himſelf 
in the Lurch. The Committee had charged his 
Lordſhip with putting all Communions upon an 
equal Foot, without Regard to any Intrinſick 
Goodneſs. INovr this much is certain, that his 
Lordſhip underſtood, and all along argued a- 
gainſt this as a Charge that he had deſtroyed all 
Iatrinſick Exce# n between one Communion and a- 
not her. If you doubt ot this, you may have 
Mr. Pyle's own Word for it. () One cannot, 
ſays he, be accuſed of Partiality,. in imagining their 
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(the Committee's) real Intention was to accuſe my 
Lord of deſtroying all Internal Excellency, or Truth 


of one Religion above another, in the foregoing 


Charge, of putting all Religion upon an equal Foot. 
Be not too poſitive, Sir, you'll be convicted of 
Partiality, and ſomething elſe, before you are 
awareof it. For let me ask yon; Does the 
Charge of the Committee imply that the Biſhop had 


deſtroyed all Internal Excellency, or Truth of one 


Religion or Communion above another ? No, you 
your ſelf ſay (as I have ſhown juſt now) that the 
meaning of the Charge of the Committee is nei- 


ther more nor leſs than this, viz. That accor- 


ding to his Lordſhip, it the ſame thing as to 
Salvation and the Favour of God, WHETHER THERE 
WERE any Intrinſick Goodneſs of one Communion 


above another, and you ſay right; for to ſay 


that all Communions are put upon an equal 
Foot, without Regard to any Intrinſick Goodneſs, 
eſpecially if you add, or whether they be right or 


wrong (which are the Words of the Repreſentati- 


on) is ſo far from implying that all Intrinſick 
Goodnels is deſrroyed, that it implies the direct 
contrary, as has already been obſerved. Bur it 
ſeems if the Committee had ſaid that the Biſhop 
had put all Communions upon an equal Foot, 
with Reſpect to their Intrinſick Goodneſs, even 
this would not have done the Buſineſs ; for there 
is no difference you ſay between theſe two Ex- 
preſſions, and you tell us expreſly, that (:) Ni- 
THER of them conclude any abſolute PESTRUc rio 
of the Intrinſick Goodneſs of one Communion above 
another, as I think one of them does. I do tilt 


think, Sir, that one of them does; but thar' is. 


not now the Point between us. V ſay that nei- 
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ſay their Words imply no ſuch thing 
Sir, I leave you to anſwer for your ſelf; and 
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ther of them does, and therefore in your Account 
That uſed by the Committee, which is one of them, 
does not. But for God's ſake, Sir, how can you 
clear either the Biſhop or your ſelf from Inju- 


| Rice and Impertinence in laying it at the Com- 


mittee's Door, that they have charged him with 
DESTROYING all Iaternal Excellency, or Truth of 
one Communion ahove another, when as your ſelf 
— Here, 


your Anſwer is this, That ir EITH FER of theſe Ex- 
preſſions conclude an abſolute Dzs$TRUCTION of the 
Intrinſick Goodneſs of one Communion above another, 
that of the Committee bids the faireſt for it of the 
tw9 ; WITHOUT REGARD TO any Intrinſick Goodneſs, 
LOQKING MUCH MORE LIKE à denying all Tntrinſick 
Goodneſs, than the other manner of expreſſing it does. 
Which if it does not more than Iooł like a Deter- 
mination in you to ſtick faſt to your Cauſe, ei- 
ther with or againſt Reaſon, I ſhall be content 
to leave to every impartial Reader to con- 


ſider. 


Mr. Pyle having managed this Point ſo unſuc- 
ceſsfully, as you have naw ſeen, a Silent Retreat 
might haye well become him. However heſ ets 
a good Face on the Matter, and crys out with 


the Air of a Conqueror, Enough in all Reaſon 


upon a poor Quibble. After this he undertakes to 


(u) deal with another Quibble, which, if it be poſ=- 


fible, he ſays, is inferior to the former. Now the 
Matter in ſhort is this; That whereas the Com- 
mittee had objected againſt his Lordſhip, that in 
following any particular Communion he had referred 
every Man to his 8wn PRIVATE JuDGMENT, as that 
which will juſtify even the worxsT Choice he can 
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make; and whereas his Lordſhip had alledged 
that, Cox rRART 20 this Renee d he had ne- 
der taught that the Sincerity of a n'g. private 
Judgment will juſtif him in any but the Bev 
Choice he can make: My Anſwer is, That herein 
his Lordſhip hath not denyed anything which 
the Committee hath affirmed; that in the Senſe of 
the Committee that may be the wonsr Choice, 
which in the Senſe of * Lordſhip is ſtill the 
Brsr Choice; and confequently, that his Lord- 
ſhip, inſtead of removing this Charge, has only 
evaded it. J am not in the leaſt diſpleaſed to hear 
Mr. Pyle calling this Anſwer A Quibble; for I am 
by this time ſo well uſed to him, that wherever 
I find this Word, there J conclude that I ſhall 
certainly meet with ſomething or other which 
he knows not how to deal with. Whether this 
bs not the Caſe here, will appear'upon Tryal. 
Mr. Pyle, after his uſual way, has ſaid a great 
deal u pon this Head which might very well 
have been ſpared ; but every one * ſees that the 
whole Strength of the Debate muſt lye in thoſe. 
Paſſages, where he has gone about to explain 
what the Committee may be ſappoſed to have 
meant by juſtifying a Man in the wonsr Cnoict 
he can make (for concerning the Biſhop's Senſe af 
juſtifying in the xESr Croce, we have no diffe- 
rence) and conſequently that theſe Paſſages con- 
tain the whole of what 1s neceflary ro be conli- 
dered. Hear him then. Mat can be the obvious 
intended meaning of theſe Words, jusrirr The 
 worsrT Croce, but either juſtifying or making it 
equally Intrinſically Good, with that which is In- 
rrinfically, or in it ſelf the beſt Choice, 1. e. bra 
that to be in it ſelf true, which is in it ſelf falſe; 
elſe that it witl juſtify him in axy Choice,how BADLY, 
INCONSIDERAETLY and RASHLY forver made? This 
| 1 
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I ſay, as'tis worded by the Committee, does ſo un- 

turally carry one of theſe” Senſes 8 
Mr. Pyle ; ſo naturally, that it cannot poſſibly 
carry either of them, unleſs it be to yourſelf, who 
can fee any Senſe in Words that you have a mind 
to. When the Committee ſay that a Man's Pri- 
vate Judgment will jaſtihn, they mean (what on- 
ly they can in ſound Senſe be ſuppoſed to mean) 
that K will juſtify Tre Man, i. e. it will juſtify 
him before 25 And thus his Lordſhip himſelf 
underſtood them! Jam charged (ſays he, in his 
Anſwer to the Repreſentation)) with maintaining 
that the Man's Private Judgment will juſtify nh 
iN #he worſt Choice he can make, ii e. it will juſtify 
the Man, although the Choice which he makes 
be the worſt. So that the word Fuſtify relating 
not to the Choice, but to the Man who makes 
that Choice; xis ridiculous in you to pretend 
that the meaning of the Committee might be to 
ay, that his Lordſhip had made the worſt Choice 
equally Intrinſically Good, with that which is 
Intrinſically the beſt Choice, which indeed is a ve- 
ry manifeſt Contradiction. But may not the 
meaning of theſe Words be, that a Man's Private 
Judgment will juſtify him in any Choice, howe- 
ver badly, inconfiderately, and raſbly made? Mr. Pyle 
thinks it may, and this in effect is what the Bi- 
ſhop has ſuppoſed to be the Senſe of the Com- 
mittee : But Imay venture to leave it to any im- 
partial Man to conſider, whether it be poſſible 
to ſuppoſe that the Committee intended any ſuch 
Charge as this, when it is ſo notoriouſly evi- 
dent that the words themſelves will not allow of 
it. J ſay it again (for I can ſay nothing plainer) 
that in common Computation the Goodneſs or Bad- 
meſs of = Man's Choice is meaſured by the real intrin- 
fc value of the thing he chuſes; ſo that if a Man 
es that FRICH 2 1$ e009 and intrinſically the 
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worſt, let it be done never ſo carefuly, it will till 


be the worſt Choice; as on the other hand, if he 
chuſes that which is really and intrinſically the beſt, 
let it be done never ſo careleſly, .it will be the beſt 
Choice. In the Inſtance that I made uſe of to il- 
luſtrate this by, the Caſe was ſo clear that 
Mr: Pyle could not deny it. Who makes the 
beft Choice ? He that 3 Silver, or he that 


. © chuſes Gold? Mr. Pyle owns, he that chuſes the 


latter. And who makes the worſt Choice ? He 
who chuſes the Communion of the Papiſts, or he 
who chuſes the Communion of the - Proteſtants ? 
Does not he who chuſes the Communion of the 
Papifts ? Why no (according to the Biſhop and 
Mr. Pyle) not unleſs. he chuſes it Raſhly and In- 
n, But I ſay, yes ; for this Conſidera- 
tion has no place in the former, Inſtance, and 
therefore it can have none in the latter. O but 
ſays Mr. Pyle, (u) This is drawing Parallels. be- 
tween things the moſt unparallel of any things, in Na- 
ture; it is drawing down the Excellency of Moral 
Vertue, to the Level of that which is in Gold and 
Silver; and this he is pleaſed to obſerve as an In- 
| ſtance of my little Mit, and great Tnattention ! 
Mr. Pyle is welcome to be as Complaiſant as he 
pleaſes; but let him not think that this odious 
Imputation upon me will paſs for an Anſwer. 
For it is plain to apy one who has but Eyes in 

his Head, that the Compariſon here made is not 
between the Excellency of Moral Vertue, and the 
Excellency of Gold and Silver; but between the 
Uſe and Sjgnification of theſe words, the Beſt, or 
the worſt Choice, when applyed to the one, and 
when applyed to the other. What I ſay, and 
what Mr Pyle allows, is, that in chuſing Gold 05 


1 
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Silber, he is always ſaid to ne the worſt Choice; 


who chuſes the worſt Metal; whether he chuſes it 


 raſhly, or not raſhly. In like manner in chuſing 


Communions ; Does not he make the worſt Choice, 
who chuſes the worſt Communion, whether Raſ 


5, Of nor Raſbly? T ſay, he dier; the Biſhop and: 


Mr. Pyle ſay he does not. But let either of cher 
aſſi ign a Reaſon for it when they can. | 

I know not how to forgive my ſelf, Reader, 
that! have detained you ſo long upon ſuch mere 
Trifles. But J had a mind to ſhow you how ob- 
ſtinately this Author inſiſts upon Trifles, when 
he wants ſomething material to ſay. The Senſe 


of the Committee 1s as clear as the Light, viz. 


That if a Man chufes the worſt Communion poſſible, - 
the Sincerity of his private Judgment will juſtify 
him. Now ſince this is the very Doctrine of his 
Lordſhip, what can be more plain than that he 
owns that which they have realy charged him with, 
and denys only that which they have not. To ar- 

ue as Mr. Pyle does, that this cannot be the 
Senſe of the Committee, becauſe (x) it cannot be 


_ truly affirmed that the Sincerity of a Man's pri- 


vate Judgment will uo: juſtify him in his Choice, 
is ridiculous; at leaſt in him. For he, I ſuppoſe, 
is none of thoſe who pretend that all that the 
Committee have affirmed is true. Befides, if it be 


rightly underſtood, Ithink it may be truly affir- 


med, that the Sincerity of a Man's private Judg- 
ment will not juſtify him in a bad Choice. For if 
you take Juſtification in a Goſpel Senſe (and in 


that Senſe ſurely it ought to be taken in this Con- 


troverſy) 1. e. as it ſignifies Juſtification accor- 


ding to the Terms and Conditions laid down in the 
„ 1 A 3 — 
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Goſpel ; 


Goſpel ; mere Sincerity will not then juſtify him 
at all. And take it how you will, it will not (as 


the Committee expreſs themſelves a few Lines af- 
ter) wholly juſtify him, i. e: it will not ſo far ju- 
ſtify him, as that it ſhall be the ſame thing to him 
as if he had made the beſt Choice. But this will 
be more properly ſpoken to in another place; 
and therefore I ſhall now conclude this Point 
with begging leave to recall one thing which I 
have ſaid in my Remarks under this Head. I 
there lay it downin effect, that according to 
the Biſhop's Notion of Beſt and Worſt, he muſt 
have ſuppoſed that by the woksr Choice the Com- 
mittee meant the Choice of that which appears to a 
Man s own Judgment to be the worſt ; in which Sup- 

poſition, I ſay, there is no Senſe. Here Mr. Pyle is 
pleaſed to laugh ; as it I had reſolved all into the 
good Nature and Opinion of the Friends on both ſides, 
and he may laugh on, if he pleaſes; for I only 


ſuppoſed that the Committee were Maſters of juſt 


ſo much common Senſe, as to know the diffe- 
rence between two Contradictories, and conſe- 
quently that ſince in the Caſe of chuſing Com- 
munions, his Lordſhip had ſo conſtantly, and ſo 
plainly taught, that a Man ought to chuſe that 
which he thinks to be the beſt; it could never be 
their Intention to charge him with ſaying, that 


he ought to chuſe that which he thizks to be the 


worſt. This I ſay is all that 1 ſuppoſed in that 


Argument; and if Mr. Pyle will not grant me 


this, his good Nature will, I believe, be the leaſt 


thing in Queſtion. But the Obſervation which 


Mr. Pyle might have made, and which he ought 
to have made, 1s this, That fince according to 
the Biſhop a Man does then and then only make 
the beſt Choice, when he chufes that which upor 
the ſtricteſt and moſt impartial Enquiry appears to 
him to be the beſt , there was therefore, in or- 
der 
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der to make the Charge of the Committee to con- 
tradict what his Lordſhip ſays he maintains, no 
need to ſuppoſe any thing more than this, viz. 
That by the worſt Choice the Committee meant the 
Choice of that, which tho' indeed it appears to 
be the beſt, yet it appears ſo only for want of ſuf- 


ficient Examination. Whether the Committee had 


Reaſon to ſuſpect that this was his Lordſhip's 
Doctrine, or whether they had not, is another 
Queſtion. 'But that they intended not in this 
place to charge him with this Doctrine, is very 
plain, becauſe, as I have, I hope, ſufficiently 
ſhown, the word Worſt (upon which the whole 
Streſs of the Charge lyes) according to the Rule 
of Speaking in all like Caſes, relates not to the 
Examination which is previous to a Man's Choice, 
but wholly and ſolely to the nature, and teal value 
of the thing he chuſes. | 
From what I have now obſerved concerning 
my own Miſtake, Mr. Pyle may learn that I am 
not ſo hard to be perſwaded to own my ſelf in 
the Wrong, as he ſomewhere ſeems to ſuppoſe. 
He may alſo find that I am not yet reduced to 
ſuch Streights, but that I can afford to lend him 


a helping Hand (if it be to give him a juſt Ad- 


vantage) even againſt my ſelf. Whether Mr. Pyle 


will thank me for this, or whether he will not, 


I am willing to leave entirely to his Diſcretion z 
tho' I fancy beforehand that he will not be very 
well pleaſed to find himſelf under a Miſchance, 
which is uſually look'd upon either as a ſign of 
great Haſte, or very little Judgment; I mean the 
unhappineſs of ſpying man) Faults where there 

are none, and of overlooking them where they are. 
To proceed, the next Conſequence mentioned 
by me as charged upon his Lordſhip by the Com- 
mittee, is; That he hath render d all Church Com- 
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mu nion unneceſſary in order to entitle Men to the Fa- 
vo of God. Againſt this his Lordſhip has ex- 
cepted nothing but this, that this latter part of 
the Charge is inconſiſtent with the former, 
wherein it is declared to be the Conſequence of 
his Lordſhip's Doctrine, that a Man's Private 
Judgment will juſtify him, even in the worſt Choice 
he can make ; which, ſays his Lordſhip, ſuppoſes 
that I have made Communion with ſome Church or 
other neceſſary. This I look'd upon to be an ex- 
traordinar)y Inſtance of his Lordſhip's Artful and 
Evaſive way of Writing; for it being (as I have 
obſerved) lo manifeſtly conſiſtent, to ſay that a 
Man's Private Judgment will juſtify him if he 
chuſes the J/orjt Communion ; and alſo that it 
will juſtzty him if he chates no Communion ; it 
being likewiſe ſo natural an Inference, that if a 
Man's Private Judgment will juſtify him in chu- 
ſing zo Communion, it will juſtify him in chu- 
ſing an) Communion : This I ſay, being ſo 
clearly the Cafe, I thought it impoſſible that 
his Lordſhip ſhould lay hold of ſo weak a Pre- 
tence as this, unleſs it were that otherwiſe he 
muſt have been forced to do, what yet he was 
reiolved not to do, that is, to make a plain ac- 
knowledgment of the thing laid to his Charge. 
Upon this Mr. Fy/e has given us an Harrangue 
of about two Pages long; by which, if his 
Meaning was to juſtity the Biſhop againſt the 
Committee, he is ſurely the moſt unfortunate Ad- 
vocate that ever took Cauſe in Hand, for he has 


given him up as contentedly as may be. He pro- (2 
pounds my Queſtion fairly enough, thus; 0 
here and bow is it ſuppojed that his Lordjhip hath a 
made Communion with jome Church or other ne- fu 
car)? And now, pray mark his Anſwer, FT 
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(3) It (7. e. Communion with ſome Church or 


other) is NOT nor need be any where SUPPOSED as 
abſolutely or indiſpenſably neceſſary to air Men under 
ALL Circumftances—— Tis needleſs to repeat any 
thing farther ; for here is a plain Conceſſion, 
that according to his Lordſhip, the joy ning in 
Communion with any Church may Nor, to sous 


Perſons under sou Circumſtances, be NECESSARY 


to entitle them to God's Favour. Now who theſe 
Perſons, and what theſe Circumſtances are, you 
will! underſtand from his Anſwer to another 
Queſtion of mine, which follows preſently after. 
May not the fame Perſon, (i. e. the ſame Perſon 
who affirms that the Sincerity of a Man's Pri- 
vate Judgment will juſtify him if he chuſes the 
worſt Communion ; may not, ſay I, the ſame_ 
Perſon) affirm alſo * very confiſtently, that the ſame 
Sincerity will thewiſe juſtify him if he chuſes none at 
all? Yes, ſays Mr. Pyle, mosT CERTAINLY, if he 
finds none that his Couſcience and Sincere Judgment 
will ſuffer him to eſteem fit te be joyned with; which 


_ was the only poſſible Caſe wherein the Biſhop can be 


concluded to have juſtifyed ſuch a Man. The only 
poſſible Caſe, do you ſay, Sir? I fancy not. But 
ſuppoſing that it were, I think you have here ve- 
ry fully acknowledged the Charge of the Com- 


mittee to be juſt. For when the Committee ſay, 


that his erna hath rendered all Church Com- 
munion 1 to entitle Men to the Favour of 
God, their meaning is z0f, that he has made it 


(%) in all Caſes, and 10 every Man abſolutely and 


equally unneceſſary, as you very extravagantly 
ſuppoſe ; but that he has made it neceſlary xo 
further than a Man's Private e Dorf waſion leads him 


Cues 


Fi 6 54 _ 


* „„ 


(9) Ibid, P. 17,18. (4) Ibid. p. 18. 


H 3 $5 


52 ] 


to think it neceſſary ; ſo that if his Private Judg- 
ment leads him to think it ot neceflary to joyn 
himſelf in any Communion, and accordingly he 
does not joyn himſelf to any Communion, his Ti- 
tle to God's Favour ſhall be the ſame as if he did. 
This is plainly the Caſe, as will appear by con- 
ſidering both parts of the Sentence together. AZ 

Church Communion is render d unneceſſary to Entitle 
Men to God's Favour; and every Man is referred 
in theſe Caſes to his Private Judgment, as that which 
will juſtify the worſt Choice he can make. All 
Church Conimunion is rendered unneceſlary.-— 
How ſo? Why by referring every Man to his Pri- 
vate Judgment, which as it will juſtify him, if he 
chuſes the worſt Communion, ſo conſequently it 
will alſo juſtify him if he chuſes zone at al. A 
Man's Private Judgment is ſuppoſed to direct him 
in both Caſes, and conſequently Church Com- 
munion is not here ſuppoſed to be made unne- 
ceſlary any farther than according to that Private 
Judgment it appears to be unneceſſary. Now, 
Sir, Foraſmuch as you have laid it down, as 
your own and the Biſhop's Opinion, that a Man's 
Private Perſwaſion will Juſtify him, or Entitle 
him to God's Favour, tho' he chuſes zo Com- 
munion, provided, or upon this Condition that 
his Conſcience will not ſuffer him to think, that 
there are any fi: to be joyned with; by this, I 
jay, you have plainly given up the thing in Que- 
ſtion. For if this be the Caſe, tis manifeſt that 

there can be no neceſſary Connexion between a 
Man's joyning himſelf to any Communion, and his 
being Entitled to God's Favour ; No; his Ti- 
tle to God's Favour depends upon his Private 
Perſwaſion, and upon nothing elſe. Now if a 
Man's Title to God's Favour depends ſolely upon 
His Private Perſwaſion, it will follow, that the 
——— ATR joy ning 


5 


SPAM 


— Ws © yg 3 +0 


1 
joy ning in apy Communion cannot be xeceſſary in or- 
der to the Entitling him to God's Favour, any 


farther than a Man's Private Perſwaſion leads him 


to think it neceſſary, which, I ſay, is the very 
Conſequence charged upon his Lordſhip by the 
Committee. And whereas you ſay, that the only 
poſſible Caſe wherein the Biſhop can be concluded 
to have juſtifyed a Man in chuſing noCommuni- 
on at all, is when his Conſcience will not ſuffer 
him to eſteem any xit to be joyned with; in 
this I think you are widely miſtaken. For a 
Man may chuſe to joyn in zo Communion, as 
well becauſe he thinks it not neceſſary to joyn in 
any, as becauſe he thinks it not fitting. That his 


Private Judgment will juſtify him in the latter 


Caſe, you grant; and why it ſhould not as well 
juſtify him in the former, you may be pleaſed to 
take your own Time to conſider. 

Whether, or in what Senſe, a Man's Private 
Perſwaſion will Entitle him to God's Favour, tho' 
he joyns himſelf to zo Communion of Chriſtians, 
is a Subject proper to be conſidered in another 
place. The va! at preſent only is, whether 
his Lordſhip is rightly charged with this Con- 
ſequence ? which ſince he is now acknowledged 
to be, I think I need not be afraid to ſay again, 
as I once before ſaid in my Remarks, (p. 11.) 
That according to his Lordſhip, a Man who 
joyns himſelf with xo Society of Chriſtians, who fre- 


quents No Place of Publick Worſhip, who partakes 
of no Sacraments, may yet have a Title to God's 


Favour, and that in the ſame Degree with him wha 
ſincerely keeps the whole Law. I obſerved there in- 
deed, that his Lordſhip had ſaid one thing, 
which, were it true, would take off this Object ion: 
But then I obſerved likewiſe, that it would make 
his whole Doctrine about Sincerity infignificant. 


DN a =, 
(a) Hard, ſays Mr. Pyle, that the Objeftion ſhould 
be removed, and yet the Doctrine be deſtroyed! An 


Obſervation ſo very thin and ſlippery, that he no 


ſooner lays hold of it than he /ets it go again, and 
comes to the Biſhop's Suppoſition, which I ſaid 
was this; That thoſe who ſincerely believe in Chriſt, 
will be led by their Regard to him to the Profeſſion of 
that Truth, and to the outward Uſe of ALL the 
MEANS which he appointed, 1.e. as I have explain- 
ed it, they will be led by their Regard to Chriſt, 
to believe and do as the Goſpel dire&s them. This 
I farther confirmed from another” Paſſage, in 
which his Lordſhip had declared, that it caxxor 
BE SUPPOSED, that a Man who ſincerely is Subject 
70 Jeſus Chriſt alone in the great Aﬀair of Salva- 
tion, will not follow Jeſus Chriſt's Direttions, and 


joyn in the Worſhip of God with other Men, or will 


ot be induced to follow ALL his Maſter's InjuxcTr- 
ons. This is his Lordſhip's Suppoſition, which 
aſterwards he applys particularly to the Caſe of 
the Sacraments; and, which I ſay, if it be true 
(which-I have ſhewn it not to be) takes off the 
__ Objc&Rion. For if the only thing which can En- 

title a Man to God's Favour, notwithſtanding he 
joyns himſelf to no Communion of Chriſtians, 
be his Sincerity ; and if it cannot be ſuppoſed, that 
a Man who is Sincere, may retuſe to joyn him- 
ſelf to any Communion of Chriſtians. Pers all 
who are fincere muſt be led to follow al the In- 
junctions, or Appointments of Chriſt : Then indeed, 


it will not follow from any thing that his Lord- 


ſhip hath ſaid, That a Man who joyns in 10 
Communion, or even in a uvrong Communion, 


i 
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wilt have as good a Title to God's Favour, as he 
who joyns in a Right one. But then on the 0- 
ther hand, his Lordſhip will be made to have 
ſaid a great deal to very little Purpoſe. For how 
idle is it, to tell us, that Sincerity will juſtify a 
Man #f he be in an Error, i. e. if he does not fol- 
low, all Chriſt's Injunctions, if it be true, that 


Sincerity canuot be ſuppoſed, unleſs a Man does fol- 
low all Chriſt's Injunctions ? 


This is the Stars of the Caſe; and now let us 
attend a little upon Mr. Pyle, and fee how he has 
endeavoured to bring the Biſhop off. He grants 
then, that as I have quoted theſe two Expreſſions 
(Sentences, I ſuppoſe he would have ſaid) and re- 
marked upon them, a Reader would indeed naturally 
think, his Lordihip had not ouly ſuppoſed, but 5 = 
med, that Att fiacere Chriſtians muſt of courſe 
be led to- an uniform Reception F ALL the Do- 
Frines, and appointed Means of Chriſt, as they were 
deſigned to be underſtood in the Goſpel Writings. 
Which Words I no ſooner read, than I began ve- 
hemently to ſuſpect that here was more Trumping 
at hand ; and 5 indeed it proved. For in the 
next Page he tells me, that this is a groſs Miſ- 
repreſentation. That all this Hacking, and Hewing 
down of the Biſhop's Principle, is merely in my own 
Brain, by either defignedly, or very unfortunately ta- 
king a thing to be affirmed by one, which was ouly 
by eee and on bare Suppoſition the Affirma- 
tion of the other. Certainly this Gentleman cares not 
what he ſays! For tho' I do not pretend to make ei- 
ther Senſe Grammar ot this Sentence, yet the mean- 
ing of it (if Mr. Hyle's Intention was to contradict 
me) muſt be this. That whereas I have ſet it 
down asa Suppoſition, or an Aſertion (for you 
may call it which you pleaſe) of the Biſhop's, that 
all ſincere Chriſtians wil, and muſt, by their Re- 
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gard to Chriſt beyled to follow all his Injuni- 
ont; this is Nor the Biſhop's Suppoſition, Bur the 
Committee's, i. e. (I ſuppoſe) that the Biſhop 
ſpoke this, not as his own, but as the Committee's 
Suppoſition ; for every one ſees that the Paſſages 
upon which I ground this Obſervation, are quo- 
ted, not out of the Repreſentation, but out of the 
Bijhop's Anſwer. Now if this be indeed the Caſe, 
I will be contented to be thought either as De- 
frening, or as unfortunate a Man as Mr. Pyle is 
diſpoſed to think me to be; but ſurely it is im- 
poſſible that any thing can be more notoriouſly 
falſe ! For, pray obſerve. The Biſhop, as I ſaid 
inmy Remarks, had defined the Church to be the 
Number of Men, whether ſmall or great, diſperſed, 
or united, who truly and fincerely are Subjects to Je- 
ſus Chriſt alone as their Lawgiver and Judge, &c. 
The Committee upon this, charged him with ha- 
ving contradicted the 19th Article of our Church, 
in which it 1s defined to be a Congregation of 
faithful Men, in which the pure Mord of God is 
Preached, and the Sacraments duty Adminiſtred, &c. 
The Biſhop replies, that whereas the Article de- 
fines the vifible Church of Chriſt, he had defi- 
ned the [viſible one; acknowledging at the ſame, 
that if in his Definition of this latter, it could be 
proved that any thing was contained which con- 
tradicted that Definition which the Article has 
given of the former, it would be his part to an- 
ſwer for it. His Buſineſs therefore was to ſhow 
that there was o ſuch Contradiction; and thus 
he attempts it. Can it be thought by this Learned 
Bod), thata Man's being of the Inviſible Church, 1 
inconſiſtent with his joyning himſelf with any Viſible 
Church? That a Man who fincerely is Subjef to Je- 
ſas Chriſt alone, in the great Affair of Salvation, 
WILL NOT follou Jefus Chriſt's Directions, and joyn 
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in the Worſhip of God with other Men; or will not 
be induced to follow ALL his Maſter's Injunctions ? 
If therefore the main and principal Foundation of 
what I have taught ; the Deſcription which I have 
given of the Church, do not either in Words, or in 


_ Conſequence contradict the Article of our Church here 


mentioned, it is impoſſible to ſuppoſe, that I ſhould 
intend any of my Obſervations upon this Subject, by 


wa) of Diſparagement, &c. Anſw. to the Repreſ. 


Chap. 1. Se&, 14. p. 79. | 
Thus argues the Biſhop ; whether Pertinently, 
or not Pertinently, it matters not now to en- 

quire. That which at preſent lies before us, is 


this, and only this, whether it be his Lordſbip's, 


or the Committee's Suppoſition, that a Man who 
is ſincerely Subject to Jeſus Chriſt, will, and muſt 
be led to follow all Jeſus Chriſt's Injun&ions ? 
and I think, for my part, that the Caſe is as 


clear as can be. For, 1. This Queſtion, CAN Tr 


BE ſuppoſed by this Learned Body amounts in plain 
and neceflary Conſtruction to a poſitive Aſſertion, 


that 11 cAN NOT BE ſuppoſed by this Learned Body. 


Conſequently hisLordſhip does not in theſe words 
refer to any thing, which had been ſuppoſed by the 

Committee; he only tells them what they ought, or 
ought uot to ſuppoſe. 2. Ozeof thoſe things which 
the Biſhop ſays the Committee cannot ſuppoſe, is, 

that a Man who is a fincere Sub jet of Jeſus Chriſt, 
WILL NOT be induced to follow ALL his Injunctions. 
Now if the Committee cannot ſuppoſe this, the 
Reaſon muſt be, becauſe in the nature of the thing 
IT CANNOT BE ſuppoſed; for if it mar at all be 
ſuppoſed, then the Committee may ſuppoſe it, un- 


leſs you think that the Committee are under an 


Obligation to ſuppoſe nothing but what the Bi- 


ſhop has a mind to. This then is a plain Decla- 


ration o the Biſhop's fide, that it uusr Bs ſuppoſed 


that eEveRY ſincere Subject iy Jeſus Chriſt h 
e 
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led to follow art Jeſus Chriſt's Injunctions; 


which will, 1f it be poſſible, be the more mani- 
feſt from what follows in the next Section. He 
there declares once more (in Anſwer to the Com- 
mittee, who had blamed him for leaving out 
Preaching the Word, and Adminiſtring the Sacra- 
meiits in his Definition of the Church) that he 
was not ſpeaking of a VHſible Church, but of the 


Inviſible Church, made up of ſuch as ſincerely be- 


lieve in Chriſt, and By CONSEQUENCE WILL BE LED 
by their Regard to him, both to the Profeſſion of that 
Faith, and to the outward Uſe of ALL the Means 


which he has appointed. Is not this a plain De- 
claration in the Biſhop's Name, that arr ſincere 
Believers wil be led, in Vertue of their Sinceri- 


ty merely, to the Uſe of AlL the Means appointed by 
Chriſt ? If you doubt, read the next Words: To 
make ſuch Objections as theſe, is to make Objections 
that have no Weight in them, unleſs they who make 
them ſuppoſe, that by taking Chriſt for their Lau- 
giver and King, Men will not be led by him and his 
own Directions, to the Two SACRAMENTS, and to the 
Die of his own AvpointTMenTS : A SuPPpoOsITION 
which 1 SHALL TAKE CARE never to be guilty of. 
Mr. Pyle in relating this Paſſage, has intirely 
dropt theſe laſt words, a Suppoſition which I ſhall 
take care, &c. thro' Baſhfulneſs, it may be, not 
caring to be ſtared {o full in the Face. For in 
the very next line he was to call upon his Friend, 
to ſe: whoje this Suppoſition was, that is, to deſtroy 


his Lordjhip's darling Scheme; meaning to bid 


him look, if it was not the Committee's ; which 
would have been a very bold Challenge, if theſe 
laſt H70rds had been fer down, which do ſo ma- 
nifeſtly ſhow it to be the Bihop's. Indeed, that it 
ſhould be a Suppoſition of the Committee, that e- 
very ſincere Man, will, ia Vertue of his Sincerity only, 
be led to follow x Chriſt's Injunctions, is a Con- 
| celt 
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ceit every whit as extravagant, as the Reaſon 
which appears to have given birth to this Ob- 
ſervation, is Abſurd and Ridiculous. Mr. Pyle 
having ſtated the Committee's Objection, ſets 
dcwn the Biſhop's Anſwer, thus; That there 
could be no Inconfiſtency between the two Definiti- 
ons, unleſs it could be ſuppoſed By HAT LzaRneD 
Bop (for, adds he, 'twas THEIRS, not my Lonp's 
Suppoſition) That a Man who is ſincerely Subject to 
Jeſus Chriſt, will Nor follow, &c. Judge now, 
Reader, if this which I am going to tell you was 
not the Caſe. Mr. Pyle had very happily found 
aut, that theſe words, Suppoſed, by, that, Lear- 
ned, Body, ſtood cloſe together in the Biſhop's 
Book. Preſently up ſtarts a Thought in his 
Head, that his Lordſhip here was not declaring 
any thing as his own Suppoſition, but only men- 
tioning ſomething which had been ſuppoſed by 
the Committee. Now if this ſhould happen to 
be that very Suppoſition which I had charged up- 
on his Lordſhip, as Deſtructive of his darling 
Scheme, what a clever Diſcovery would this be! 
What Triumphs might be raiſed ! ——— Well, 
thus then it muſt be; and accordingly no ſoon- 
er had he made an end of ſetting down the Bi- 
ſhop's Anſwer, but out it comes at a Venture, 
that this Deſtruction is all Imaginary, all Fra- 
med in my own Brain, by making that to be a 
Suppoſition of the one, which in Truth was a 
Suppoſition of the other. But as haſty Projects 
ſeldom proſper, eſpecially where the Intention 
is not good, ſo it hath happen'd even in this 
Caſe ; for if any Regard is obe paid to Mr. Pyle's 
own Words, this Suppoſition, which he ſays was 
theirs (the Committee's) and not his Lordſhip's, 
is not that Suppoſition which I have charged up- 
on his Lordſhip, and which I ſay deſtroys his 
— — „ aarling 
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darling Scheme, but the direct contrary to it. Tha 
Suppofition which I have charged upon his Lord- 
ſhip, is, (as you have ſeen over and over) that 
a ſincere Subject of Jeſus Chriſt wit be led to fol- 
low all Jeſus Chriſt's Injunttious. Whereas the 
Suppoſition which Mr. Pyle ſays is the Commit- 
tee c, and not his Lordſhip's, is (as youll perceive 
by reading the Paſſage) not that a ſincere Subjełi 
of Jeſus Chriſt wIIL be led, but that he wit Nor 
be led to folow a Jeſns Chriſt's Injundctions. 
Mr. Pyle, on account of ſome groſs and enor- 
mous Miſtakes, which, as he fancies, I have 
committed, has often told me of my Brunpess, 
and Complemented me with a Variety of ſuch ' 
Terms, as I muſt own are by much too good to 
be returned him back again. But this I do aſ- 
ſure him, that as great a Blunderer as I am, I 
have ſtill ſuch a Senſe of what is Juſt and Decent, 
that I will never again trouble the World with 
my I//ritings, when once the Caſe comes to be 
ſo bad with me, that I cannot ſee to what a plain 
Sentence in any Author refers, or at leaſt am not 
able to know the difference between a Nega- 
tive and an Affirmative. | SEL: | 

But to proceed; It appearing ſo plainly to be 
bis Lordſhip's Suppoſition, that a fiucere Subject of 
Jeſus Chriſt wil be led by his Regard to Chriſt, 10 
the Profeſſion of that Faith, and to the outward 
Uſe of ALL the Means which he appointed; or be 
induced to follow All his Maſter's Injunctions; our 
next enquiry muſt be, what may be the Serſe of 
this Suppoſition. The Senſe which J have put 
upon it, is very well expreſſed by Mr. Pyle, viz. 
That arr fincere Chriſtians muſt of courſe be led to 
an uniform Reception of ALL the Dofrines and ap- 
pointed Means of Chriſt, as they were deſigned to be 
underſtood in the Goſpel, Now to this he ſays, 

VV 1. That 


* 
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1. That it is a falſe and a groundleſs Suppo * 
By which, if he means that the Suppoſition it 
ſelf, when underſtood in this Senſe, is falſe and 
groundleſs, I agree with him. He ſays, 2. That 


* 


it is the Reſult of nothing but of a moſt unfair Re- 


preſentation of the Biſhop's Words; by which, if 
he means that my putting this Senſe upon the 
Biſhop's Suppoſition, is the Reſult of nothing 
but of a moſt unfair Repreſentation of the 
Biſhop's Words, I ſhall diſpute it with him. Let 
us hear then how Mr. Pyle interprets theſe 
Words. Sincere Believers in Chriſt will be led 
to that Faith, and to all the Means which he has 
appointed. That is, ſays he, They will be led to 
the Profeſſion of all that Faith, and to the Uſe of 
all thoſe Means which their honeſt Endeavours will 
enable them to attain to Again ; They will fol- 
low all Chriſt's Directions, i. e. to the beſt of their 
Knowledge. And joyn in the Worſhip of God 
with other Men, 1. e. with all, or any Men whom: 
they judge to Worſhip God aright, aud with none 
any farther. This Mr. Pyle ſays is the candid 
Senſe, and natural Intention of theſe Expreſſi- 


ons; and that ſo plainly, that (had not I, it 


ſeems, by my Example ſhown the contrary) he 


ſhould werily have thought that ill Nature it ſelf 


could have hardly gone ſo far as to deny it. Con- 
cerning Mr. Pyle's good Nature J have nothing to 


ſay. But J ſhall mightily queſtion his good Senſe, 


if he can in earneſt believe that his Lordſhip's 
Meaning was as he has now deſcribed it to be. 
For, I. He (Mr. Pyle) himſelf has given us another 
Senſe of theſe Expreſſions, which is not at all 
agreeable with this. The Committee, ſays the 
Biſhop, cannot ſuppoſe that a Man who is a ſincere 
Subject of Jeſus Chriſt, wit, Not (z. e. ſays 
Mr. Pyle, caxNOr CONSISTENTLY be ſuppoſed to) 
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follow all his Injunctions. Again, The Committee 
cannot ſuppoſe, that by taking Chriſt for their Lau- 
giver, and King, Man WILL NOT (i. e. ſays he, 
CANNOT CONSISTENTLY) be led to the uſe of his 
own Appointments, and particularly to the Sacra- 
ments. In both theſe Inſtances you ſee Mr. Pyle 
interprets the words wiLL Nor, by CANNOT cox- 
SISTENTLY, that is, WILL is made to ſignify Mar, 


or CAN ; and ſo by the ſame Rule Black may be 


made to ſignify I/hite ; Red, Tellow ; any thing, 
every thing. Thus, I ſay, may the Senſe of 
Words be turned toply turvy, i. e. when 
Mr. Pyle thinks ſo fit, and it will ſuit with his Pur- 
poſe ; for I believe, were I to give him a Note 
under my Hand, wherein I promiſed that 1 
world pay him a Hundred Pounds upon Demand, 
he would hardly be ſo good matured as to think 
my Meaning to be no more than, that I might 
confiſtently do it. But this by the way. That 
which I principally obſerve here is this, That 
this Interpretation and the former, cannot both 
of them be right. For if by will not, his Lord- 
ſhip means cannot conſiſtently, then by following all 
Chriſt's Injunctions or Appointments, he could not 
mean barely following them (as Mr. Pyle ſuppo- 
fes) according to the beſt of his Judgment, or Abi- 
lities; becauſe there can be no doubt, but that 


a ſincere Man may conſiſtently with his Sincęrity 
be led to follow Chriſt's Appointments, not on- 


ly according to the beſt of his Judgment, but atu- 


ally, or according to that Senſe wherein they 


are ſet down, and deſigned to be underſtood in the 
Goſpel. To ſay the Truth, Sincerity in a Chri- 
ſtian (according to his Lordſhip, at leaſt) im- 
plies in the very Notion of it the following all 
rhe Injunctions, or Appointments of Chriſt, ac- 
eording to the beſt of a Man's Abilitizs, To ſay 

| _ there- 
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therefore that a ſincere Subject of Jeſus Chriſt 


will, i. e. confiſtently may follow all the Injuncti- 
ons or Appointments of Chriſt, according to 


the beſt of his Abilities, is only to ſay, that a 


ſincere Chriſtian may conſiſtently be a ſincere Chri- 
ſtian ; a Diſcovery, which how worthy ſoever 
it may be of Mr. Pyle, is ſuch as I am ſure his 
Lordſhip would be heartily aſhamed of. For 
this Reaſon 2. It could not be his Lordſhip's 


Intention to ſay, that a ſincere Subject of Jeſus 
Chriſt wit, follow all the Injunctions, or Ap- 


pointments of Chriſt according to the beſt of his 
Abilities ; tor this would amount only to this 
Identical Propoſition, that a fincere Chriſtian 
will be a ſincere Chriſtian. And 3. There is a- 
nother Reaſon to be given why this could not 
be his Meaning, viz. That his Lordſhip hath 
expreſly ſpecified the Two Sacraments, and Ex- 
ternal Communion, as of the Number of thoſe 4p- 
pointments of Chriſt, which he ſays, every ſincere 
Subject of Chriſt will by his Regard to Chriſt be 
led to follow. Conſequently therefore by Ap- 
pointments his Lordſhip could not mean (as ac- 
cording to Mr. Pyle, he muſt be ſuppoſed to 
have meant) Such things as to a ſincere Man, 
appear to be Appointments, but ſuch as really are 
ſo, for ſuch are the Two Sacraments, and Exter- 
nal Communion. And there is no Senſe, in ſay- 
ing that a ſincere Chriſtian will joyn in the Uſe 
of the Sacraments, according to the beſt of his 


Abilities ; tho' it were Senſe to ſay in General, 


that he will follow all the Injunctions of Chriſt, 
according to the beſt of his Abilities. For 
ought I can ſee therefore, Mr. He muſt be con- 
tented to lay aſide the beſt of his Abilities, and 
ſtand wholly to the other Interpretation, to wit, 
That a ſincere Chriſtian may conſiſtently be led to 


all 
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all the Injun&ions of Chriſt, i. e. as they are 


ſet down in the Goſpel. This will be a weighty 


Propoſition too; but (which is as muchas can 
be expected) it may be underſtood, that is, 


(N. B.) if you will give Mr. Pyle the liber- 


ty of making the Words, Vill, and May, ſig- 


nify the ſame thing. But not to inſiſt any lon- 


ger upon this, I ſhall make one Obſervation 
more, which will effectually overthrow both theſe 
Interpretations at once, viz. 4, That the Na- 
ture of the Argument requires that his Lord- 
ſhip's Words be underſtood in that Senſe which 
I have put upon them, and which Mr. Pyle re- 
jects, 1. e. as ſignifying, That all ſincere Chri- 
ſtians will be led to an uniform Reception of ALL 
the Doctrines, and appointed Means of Chriſt, as 
they were defigned to be underſtood in the Goſpel. 
For, pray obſerve. The Queſtion between his 
Lordſhip and the Committee was, whether 5 
Definition of the Church did not contradi& the 
efinition given in the 19th Article. The Com- 
mittee ſaid it did, becauſe the Article had made 
the Preaching of the Word, and the Adminiſtration 
of the Sacraments according to Chriſt's Appointment, 
eſſential to the Notion of the Church, which his 
Lordſhip's Definition had ot. In Anſwer to 
this, his Lordſhip obſerves, 1. That according 
to him the Church conſiſted of thoſe who are 
Hincerely Subject to Jeſus Chriſt, as their King 
and Lawgiver. 2. That all ſuch Perſons would 
be led by their Regard to Chriſt to follow all 
bis Injunctions and Appointments, and conſequent- 
y to joyn in the Worſhip of God with other Men, 
and partake of the Sacraments. If his Lordſhip 
| did mnt hereby intend to ſhow, that the Pfeaching 
of th: Mord, and the Uſe of the Sacraments were, 
tho not expreſſed in, yet implyed under his Defi- 
nitlon; 


F:ſ65 ] 


nition, Iwill venture to ſay, that he intended 


nothing but to impoſe upon his Readers. 


And if he did.intend this, tis plain that when 


he ſays, that a// the ſincere Subjects of Jeſus 


Chriſt will be led to follow all Jeſus Chriſt's 


Injunctions, his Meaning muſt be, that they 
will adtually fulfil whatever Jeſus Chriſt has 
Enjoyned, or Commanded in the Goſpel. For 
if it be only true, that ſuch Perſons may conſi- 
ſteatly tulfil al that is commanded in the Goſ- 


pel, it will alſo be true, that confitently they 


may not do it. Or if it be only true, that 
ſuch Perſons will, according to the beſt of their 


Abilities, fulfil all that is commanded in the 
_ Goſpel, it will alſo be true, that for want of 


Abilities, they may poſſibly fail in many Particu= 


lars. Neither of theſe Suppoſitions therefore 


will afford Foundation for any juſt Inference, 
that all ſincere Subjects of Jeſus Chriſt will be 
led to joyn in the Publick Worſhip of God with 
other Men, and to the Uſe of the Sacraments ; 
and conſequently upen neither of them will 
the Preaching of the Word, and Adminiſtring 


the Sacraments, be included under his Lord- 


ſhip's Definition. 
It appears then in ſpite of all Mr. Pyle's Ca- 


villing, that the Biſhop has ſuppoſed, and aſ- 


ſerted, that all Sincere Chriſtians wil! be led to 


an uniform Reception of ALL the Dottrines aud 


Injunctions of the Goſpel. Not that this was 


his Lordſhip's real Opinion; no; but he ſaid 


it merely becauſe it was neceſſary to ſerve a 


| prefent Purpoſe ; and hereby he has given us 


ſuch an Inſtance of diſingenuous Dealing, as 


it were to be wiſhed might be forgotten, and 


K which 
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which therefore I am ſorry that Mr. Pyle has 
given me this Occaſion to repeat. The Caſe, 
as I have ſtated it in my Remarks, is plainly 
this, That if his Lordſhip had not aſſerted 


this, he muſt have ſaid, that a Man may be 4 


Member of HIS Inviſible Church, tho he be 
not a Member of the Viſible One; i. e. he 
may be a true Member of Chriſts Church (for 
ſuch, I ſuppoſe, his Lordſhip conceives all the 
Members of nts Inviſible Church to be) and in 
conſequence hereof entitled to all the Benefits 
and Priviledges of the Goſpel, tho' he par- 
takes of no Sacrament, nor by any other A& 
becomes joyned in Vifible Communion with other 
Chriſtians. This Conſequence Mr. Pyle 


owns, and juſtifies; for he ſays, that (6b) The, 


Omiſſion of xo External Means can exclude a 
Man from Memberſhip in the Inviſible Church, if 
he be fincerely perſwaded that the External Uſa- 
ges of [all] the Viſible Communities he knows of 
are not Obligatory. Frankly ſpoken indeed! 
But the Biſhop foreſaw, and has in effect con- 
Feſſed, that had heſaid thus much, he muſt at 
the ſame time have juſtified the Committee. To 
make ſuch Objections as theſe, ſays he, is to make 
Objettions that have no Weight in them, UNLESS 
they who make them ſuppoſe, that by taking Chriſt 
for their King, Men wiIL Nor be led to the 
Two Sacraments, and to the Uſe of his own Ap- 
pointments. What theſe Objections were, you 


have heard often enough ; and you now hear 
his Lordſhip himſelf acknowledging in effect, | 


— 


(b) Thid. p. 23. 
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that ir what he here mentions can ER ſuppoſed; 
theſe Objections will be of Might. His Lordſhip 
then, I will venture to ſay, knows in his own 
Conſcience that this may be ſuppoſed ; he 
knows, or will not deny at leaſt, that there 
| are Multitudes of thoſe who take Chriſt for 
their King, who are Nor led to the Two Sacra- 
ments; and his Doctrine about Sincerity, 


either labours under the Abſurdity of provi- 
ding againſt a Cafe that can never happen, 
$ or elle it muſt ſuppoſe, that to rake Chrift for 
- ones King, and yet Nor ro follow all his Ap- 
t pointments, are very conſiſtent things. His 
r Lordſhip therefore is plainly Self-condemned ; 
e || and as to Mr. Pyle, how honeſt a part ſoever 
e, he may have acted in thus freely declaring his 
a Opinion, he has certainly a&ed a very un- 
f fortunate one; in granting that which, even in 
— the Senſe of the Biſhop himſelf, leaves him 
f open to the Juſtice of that Charge, againſt 
1 which he has ſpent ſo many Words in endea- 
* vouring to defend him. 

it TI | | 
ſo | What is the true Scriptural Notion” of the 
be Word Crvurxcn, as it was never a Point be- 
08 tween his Lordſhip and the Committee, ſo I 
ist will take care it ſhall be none between Mr. Pyle 
he and me. The Committee ſuppoſed that it was 
p- what the 19th Article made it to be, and I 
vu do think it will be by no means proper for 
ar me to enter into any Debate with that Gen- 
d, tleman, whether this Article be right, or whe- 


ther it be wrong, To proceed therefore, 
M The laſt Conſequence charged by me upon his 
Lordſhip's Doctrine, is, that according to it 
the Religion of Jeſus Crit in the largeſt wn 


lat 
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of the Hurd, or as it takes in all thoſe who bel 


liebe in Jeſus Chriſt, is of no greater Efficacy 
towards procuring God's Favour, than the Reli- 
gion of Mahomet. This Conſequence was 
mentioned by me, as added to thoſe which 
had been drawn by the Committee ; by which, 
ſays (c) Mr. Pyle, I ſuppoſe we are to underſtand 
it to be his own; tho, adds he, the Words ſhow 
us he has done herein nothing but borrowed from 


Mr. Law); or (as he has it in the next Page, 


and elſewhere very frequently) nts MAsrER 
Law. If Mr. Pyle had intended this as a 
Compliment, I ſhonld have thanked him; but 
fince I perccive tis defigned as a Reflection 
upon the Maſter, and the Diſciple both; I 


can only tell him that he has miſſed his End. 


T think it no Reproach to me, Sir, to be 


taught by Mr. Law ; no, not even by your. 
ſelf, when youll be pleaſed to favour us with 


any thing that 1s worth the learning. But 
ſince J am thus called upon by Mr. Pyle, to 
give an Account where J had this Obſervati- 


on, I can tell him with a very ſafe Conſci- 
ence, that J had it not from Mr. Law, whoſe 


Writings I had not before me to Copy after; 
tho' I muſt confeſs T had it from another 


Maſter, whom Mr. Pyle ſeems to hold in as 


great Contempt as he does Mr. Law; I mean 


common Senſe, which without ſending me to 


turn over what had been ſaid by others upon 


this Subject, told me plainly, that if all Sin- 


vere Perſons are in Vertue of their Sincerity 


ME. — — — — 4+ 
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merely alike Entitled to God's Favour, it cans 
not poſſibly ſignify any thing as to God's Fa- 
vour, provided a Man be but Sincere, whe- 
ther he be a Chriſtian, or whether he be a 


Mahometan. Now whereas Mr. Pyle menti- 


ons it as ſomething beneath me and my Recom- 
menders too, that I had rehearſed the Argument 
without the leaſt notice of any Anſwers given 
already to it; (meaning, by himſelf, and ſome 
others, I know not who) I am in no manner 
of pain for this neither. For my common 

Senſe alfo informed me that there was no oc- _ 
caſion to trouble my ſelf with theſe Anſwers ; 
and Mr. Pyle has now fully ſatisfied me in 

what I always was apt to believe, viz. thar 
theſe Anſwers, how full and clear ſoever they 
might appear to his Lordſhip's Advocates, were 
indeed nothing to the Purpoſe. To illuſtrate 
this Conſequence: which I had charged upon 
his Lordſhip's Doctrine, the more fully, I had 
produced that Argument which his Lordſhip 


| had called a Demonſtration, and ſhown that 


it was every whit as concluſive to juſtify Ma- 
hometaus againſt Chriſtians, as Proteſtants a- 
gainſt Papiſts. How does Mr. Pyle anſwer 
this? How ? Why, after his uſual manner, 
ſo as to give up the very Point which the 
Argument was brought to prove! No body de- 
nies, ſays he, but it (the Argument) will (ju- 
ſtify Mahometans, Jews, &c. againſt Chriſti= 
ans) in the true Senſe of Sincerity and Juſtifica= 
tion. Concerning the true Senſe of Sincerity, 
we have no diſpute : Now the true Senſe of 
en according to Mr. Pyle, you 
now is this; That all ſincere Perſons, with- 
out Exception ſhall, without any regard had 
to 


| 
| 
| 
: 
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to the Methods of Religion, which they have 


ſeverally followed, be all ſo far juſtified and 
accepted, as to have Rewards proportionable to 
their ſeveral Advancements, or Improvements in 
Virtuous Qualifications. If this be true, then 


What I ſay is true, viz. That according to the 


Biſhop, it ſignifies nothing as to a Man's Ti- 
tle to God's Favour, whether he be a Chri- 
ftran, or not a Chriſtian ; for if all depends up- 
on the Sincerity of Men, and their Virtuous 
Improvements, tis plain that the Method of 
Religion, as ſuch, can make no difference. 
Mr. Pyle therefore, if he pleaſes, may go on 
in ſaying, It has been abundantly declared, that 


it neither was, nor poſſibly could be the meaning 


of his Lordſhip's Poſition to mount Mahome- 
tans, Cc. to a Level in Degrees of future Re- 
wards with Chriſtians. All I ſhall be able to 
infer from hence, will be, that when a thing 
is made out never ſo plainly, a Man may 


fill continue to talk on, in hopes to con- 


found his Readers by a multiplicity of words. 


And that this has been Mr. Fyle's trne Intent 
and Meaning throughout this whole Debate, 


his Way, and Manner of Writing does, I think, 
too abundantly declare. $54 | 


And now I am at laſt got through a piece 
of Work, the moſt tedious of any I ever yet 
undertook in my whole Life ; and I queſtion 
not but the Reader will agree with me, that 
if Mr. Pyle be ſo able a Writer as the Biſhop 
has repreſented him, he never once met with 


a more willing one. I cannot but ſay, that I 


always thought this part of my Book to be of 


all others liable to the leaſt exception; it 


con- 


C71 } 


conſiſting mainly of ſuch plain Obſervations, 


as I thought no Man's common Senſe could 


ſuffer himto differ with me about. So that 


when I found Mr. Pyle purſuing me to cloſe, 
and endeavouring to trip up my Heels cvery 
Step I took, I began vehemently to ſuſpect 


x 6-4 ſomething more than a Concern for the 
Truth muſt be at the bottom. And it ſeems 


I was not deceived ;' for now at the cloſe of 
all, the Secret drops out, and the meaning of 
all this Worrying is declared to be, (d) That 1 
may not complain for want of a Reply to any 


ONE THING #por this Head. I do afſure you, 


Sir, I ſhould have complained 4% if you had 
replied to fewer ; and leſs ſtill, if Lie had 


replied to none at all: But the Biſhop, IT ſup- 
poſe, would have complained, if you had 


failed of a Reply to any one thing, and there- 
fore you were reſolved to go on and juſtify 
him 1n every thing, whether there was a Rea- 
ſon for it, or whether there was none | If 
Mr. Pyle did not mean to ſay thus much, his 
Conduct I am ſure will juſtify me in ſaying 


it. And ſince this is the Caſe, he muſt not 


take it ill to be told, that for the future I 
ſhall pay no particular Regard to any thing 
that he may think fit to Publiſh againſt me. 
Once to do it, I thought it Juſt as well as De- 
cent; but as the Caſe ſtands, neither Juſtice 
nor Decency can require that ſhoald do it more 
than once. It his Lordſhip is not now convin- 
ced that his Friend deſerves no Notice, the 


World, I hope, is; for certainly when once it 


appears that a Man will be ſatisfied with no- 
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thing, it is acting a reaſonable and a prudent 


part to give him nothing. ; 
The Reſult of the whole is this. That ac- 2 
cording to the Account which Mr. Pyle him- y 
ſelf has given us of the Biſhop's Opinion, it te 
mult be true what I have laid to his Charge, d 


That provided a Man be but Sincere, it fignifies no- U 
thing what Religion he is of. For he tells us, T7 
that thoſe who chuſe zo Communion, or a gi 
bad Communion ; thoſe who partake of the 1 Cj 
Sacraments, and thoſe who partake of no Sa- pe 
craments ; thoſe who are Chriſtians, and thoſe he 
who are no Chriſtians, if they are but Sincere, 1 G. 
are all of them equally juſtified, i. e. they are i ox 
iz this Senſe equally juſtified, that the diverſity M. 
of Religions, or Ways of Worſhip which it, 
they have followed, will not hinder them pre 
from being al of them Entitled to Rewards I him 
proportionate to their Moral Improvements. This ¶ we! 
1s all that ever I charged upon his Lordſhip ; ¶ and 
for tho' I obſerved (p. 22. of my Remarks) on 
that his Lordſhip's Principle as he hath ſtated I this 
it, left no room for God in diſpenſing his Fa- ¶ tho 
vours in a Life to come, to make any difference I fora! 
between one Man and another upon the Ac- ff to th 
count of their Moral Quali fications; yet I ne- I that 
ver made that Point any part of the Debate, Ihion 
but laying it aſide as that which I preſumed ting 
his Loraſhip never intended to meddle with, I Deſe, 
confined my ſelf all along to this ſingle Que-N(unle 
ſtion, v/z. Whether all Sincere Perſons are Eur Not his 
titled to an equal HHare of God's Favour, uot- ſhort] 
withſtanding any Difference that there is between ] On 
them, with re/pect to the particular Method of Iname 
Religion, which they each of them er es Ine 0 
oed. 


\ 


lawed. The Method of Religion as ſuch, was 
the thing concerning which the Inquiry was, 
whether it makes a difference or not; Mr. By 
you ſee, ſays it makes no difference, and he ſays 
true, if it be true that Sincerity is the oxlx Con- 
dition required in the Goſpel, in order to give 
us a Title to the Rewards of the Goſpel. For 
upon this Suppoſition an Honeſt Heathen has as 
gooda Title to the Favour of God as an Honeſt 
Chriſtian ; and he who lives according to the Goſ- 
pel, ſhall have zo better claim to its Promiſes than 
he who Subverts the Faith and Praftice of the 
Goſpel.. Once more then I ask, is Sincerity the 
onLYy Condition of the Goſpel, or is it not? 
Mr. Pyle (e) ſays it is; but inſtead of proving 
it, puts us off with a Promiſe that he intends to 
prove it, whenſoever I ſhall make it neceſſary for 
him to do ſo ; though at the ſame time he very 
well knew that I had already made it neceflary, 
and left the whole of the Debate to depend up- 
on this Iſſue. What might. be the occaſion of 
this Backwardneſs in Mr. Pyle, he beſt knows, 
tho I think tis no hard matter to gueſs ; bur 
foraſmuch as he has not thought fit to ſay any 
to this Point, tis unreaſonable in hin to expect 
that I ſhould. I have already declared my Opi- 
nion on the other ſide, and if any thing be wan- 
ting to ſupport it, it ſhall be conſidered in the 
Defence of the third part of my Remarks, which 
(unleſs his Lordſhip by any future Declarations 
of his Meaning ſhall make it unneceſſary) I intend 
nortly to publiſh in a diſtin& Treatiſe. 

One thing IJ have now to ask of his Lordſhip, 
namely, That he would be pleaſed to deduct 
me out of that Heap of Contradictions and In- 


— 
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conſiſteucies, which nx has thought fit to Jay upon 
the Reverend the Dean of Chicheſter. The Dean 
had declared, that a Perſwaſion of Errors and Cor- 


ruptions in the Eſtabliſꝭ d Church will xxcusk a Se- 


paration ſrom it. Now this, ſays (F) the Biſhop, 
ts that very Doctrine of S1inctrItTY which was Cen- 
ſured by the Dean, and his Brethren of the Com- 
mittee, Cc. But it is manifeſt that a Man may 
be excuſed in a Separation from the Eſtabliſhed 
Church, . e. releaſed from any Obligation to 


Communicate with the Eſtabliſhed Church, 


without being 7uſtified, 1. e. without having any 


Claim to God's Promiſes by the New Covenant. | 


He may be acquitted of the Peualties of the Goſ- 
pel, and yet not Entitled to the Rewards of the 

Goſpel. That this is what the Dean meant by 
juſtifying, is too notorious to be denied; and 
therefore upon this Foot, as HE will be made to 
ſpeak conſiſtently with himſelf ; ſo J may hope 


to avoid another Charge, which indeed equal- 


ly affects us both, viz. the permitting a Prefuce 
to be prefixed to my Book, in which the Dean groſly 
contradicts and ridicules the Principles of that wer) 


Treatiſe he profeſſes to recommend, The Doctrine 


which the Dean oppoſes in this Preface, is this} 


That Sincerity Entitles Men to God's Favors, i. e 
(as he has explained himſelf) ryar Favour which 
he has Publiſhed, Declared, and promiſed to Man- 
kind thro the Means provided in the Goſpel ; con- 
tradiſtinguiſhed to THAT Goodneſs and Mercy of 


God, which, jor ought we know, he may extend be- 


youd the Limits of the Goſpel. The Doctrine con- 
_ tained in my Treatiſe, 1s, That nothing but Per- 


formance of the Coxnit1ons of the Goſpel will En 


title Men io the RRwAN DS of the Goſpel, tho" the) 


— 
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may be ſure of a 600D Reward, i. e. of a State of 
Happineſs hereafter. When the Biſhop ca 


ſhow-that theſe two Doctrines are Contradiftorj, 

he will at the ſame time ſhew that the Dean hath 
contradicted me, and not before. Tho', were 
he able to do it, why he ſhould inſinuate that 


my PERMITTING (as he is pleaſed to ſpeak) this 
Preface to be prefix d to my Book, is an Argu- 


ment of Difiagenuity in me; I do not under- 
ſtand. His Lordſhip has of late been a great 


dealer in Prefaces and Poſtſcripts. Mr. Pilloniere, 
and Mr. Sykes, are both his Debtors on that 
Score. Whether when bis Lordſhip tender'd 
them this Honour, either of them demanded a 


Sight of his Papers before they were Publiſhed, 


leſt afterwards they ſhould find themſelves Ri- 
dicul d, is beſt known to themſelves. But if 


they did, as his Lordſhip on the one hand 


ſhew'd an uncommon Generoſity to one of them, 


whoſe Book (if I remember rightly) he uſher'd 


into the World, tho as he afterwards declared 
he had never once read it; ſo they on the other 
hand did not ſhew that Regard to his Lord- 


ſhip's good Senſe, which Exvr her ſelf will not be 


able to ſay, I ought not to have paid to the 
Dean's. 


To 8 if his Lordſhip 8 Doarine be as 


I have here repreſented it, he muſt not pretend . 


to ſay that I have not differed from him one Hair's 


breadth. For that all Sincere erſons are Entitled 
to the Rewards of the Goſpel ; and that all Sin- 
cere Perſons are not Entitled to the Rewards of 


the Goſpel; that Sincerity is the only Con- 
dition, or that Sincerity is not the only Con- 
dition of the New Covenant, are Propoſit ti- 
ons as diametrically oppolite the one to the o- 
ther, as Light is to Darkneſs; and confequent- 


y, if his Lordſhip maintains the former, it can- 
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ONE pot truly be 3 ar 1 not e 0 
PEE him, 8 8 the latter. But if 
* Lordſhip all renounce this Doctrine, and 
declare plainly that he intended only to fay, + / 
that no Perſons, who have uſed. their "confiane. 2d 
Endeavours to pleaſe. God, - ſhall be condemned 
tho he will never be able to perſwade 1 me, chat | 
his Words imply no more, yet 1 ſhall rejoyce in 
this Happy Agreement with him in the Truth; 
and ſhall think my ſelf diſengaged from all Obli- 
gation to proceed any farther in this Contro- 
. verſy. The Diſpute then will lie, not between 
bis Lordſhip and we, but between his Lordſhip 
1 and his Friends, whom he has deceived into 2 
wrong Opinion; and I ſhall think it but juſt, 
that he who was the Inſtrument of giving the 
Scandal, ſhould allo be the Inſtrument of an 
wing 1 it. 


We, 
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